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the South? When other States get what they | 
can, | wish to know what we are to obtain? Iam | 
for a system, and I do not wish to give them the | 
start, but let all have an equal chance. 

Sir, | do not intend to interfere in the Demo- | 
cratic quarrel which has been raised ; for what is | 
the Democratic faith on this subject is so apocry- | 
phal, that I do not feel myself divine enough, | 
oad sufficiently well read on the subject to decide. | 
fLaughter.] They go back to revolutionary an- 
cestors. I do_not know what are the traditions 
and the faith of the fathers on this subject. What 
is more, I do not think the gentlemen themselves 
know what is orthodoxy or heterodoxy in refer- | 


ence to this point. | 


Sir, the whole proposition here is to take par- 
ticular States and make appropriations for them 
without giving a dollar for others, and then in 
the noise and confusion which will supervene, 
(laughter]}—of course [ make no meareete allu- 
sion—after they get their pork and bread, the 
residue will get nothing. I wish to have all these | 
bills reeommitted to the committee, for I believe 
you will do nothing on this subject at the present 
You never did at any session preceding 

the presidential election. You will carry on a 
little humbugging for presidential capital, for 
effect in the country; but you will not passa river 
and harbor bill. All that you will do will be to 
pass the regular appropriation bills to carry on 
the Government, and it is useless to humbug or 
Buncombe any more. 

[ am in favor of the motion to recommit the bill | 
to the Committee on Commerce, and J hope that 
that will be for it **the tomb of the Capulets,”’ 
and that we shall never hear of it again. I say 
again, give us a system or give us nothing. [| 
cannot follow the President, going off as he did 
in his veto message. That may suit the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, or the gentleman from 
Mississippi; but it is the first time | ever knew in 
my life that the resolutions of 1798 and 1799 were 
to govern us in our construction of the Constitu- 
tion. Sir, 1 am opposed to having forty dogs to 


session. 


running through forty alphabets; I am for doing | 
the thing at once in one bill; 1 am for the com- | 
mittal of this bill, and let it sleep. The truth 
about it is, intrinsically and radically, that there 
is no propriety, and I think—I say it with all due 
respect—there is no sense in it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I had not intended to saya 
word on this subject, and I shall now make but 
very fewremarks. It is not a matter of import- 
ance to me at this time to attempt to maintain 
the consistency of my Democratic record, as | am 
not recognized as a member of the party calling 
itself by that name. It is my duty, however, to 
maintain, if 1 can, my consistency as a supporter 
and defender of the Constitution which I have 
sworn to support. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Srvarrt] 
has alluded to a vote which I gave in favor of an | 
appropriation for cleaning out the mouths of the 
Mississippi river. I draw a wide distinction be- 


sideration. This is clearly for an object of in- | 
ternal improvement, intended to facilitate com- 
merce between the States. There is no serious | 
pretense that it is intended for anything else but | 
to facilitate commerce between the States. It is 
not intended to collect revenue. The appropria- 
tion for which I voted was necessary, in my judg- | 
ment, for the collection of the revenues of the | 
Government, and a necessary incident following 
from the right to collect the revenues. You may | 
look at every vote which I gave while I was a| 
member of the other branch of Congress, and | 
since I have been in this body, and you will find | 
no vote for an appropriation on the Mississippi | 
river, but you will find many votes against such | 
an appropriation, although my State borders for 
its whole length upon that river. I know that 
they have ports o entry and collection districts 
above the mouth of the river, but I have notlooked 
upon them as necessary, and therefore I have 


Voted against appropriations at such points. 
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My friend from Ohio [Mr. Pucu] alluded to 
the discussion on this subject when it was under 
consideration by those who framed the Consti- 
tution. By reference to the proceedinzs of the 
convention, you will find that a proposition was 
directly made to confer on Congress the power 
of cutting canals and facilitating commerce be- 
tween the States, and that proposition was voted 
down by a majority of two to one. Mr. Madi- 
son, in defending the language in the clause of 
the Constitution giving Congress power to regu- 
late commerce between the States, said in the 
convention that it meant to pass laws for the gov- 
ernment, and not for the facilitation of commerce. 
If, however, to facilitate commerce between the 
| States is meant by that clause of the Constitution, 
Mr. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, was right 
when he said that this was an entire system—that 
we either had not the power, or were limited only 
by the necessities of the country and the capacity 
of the Government, to fulfill these necessities. 

As to the controversy, which is brought here 
between members of the Democratic party, I 
shall not interfere with it. We know that the 
practice has been always to declare, as we did 
four years ago in the resolutions which have been 
referred to by Senators, that the party was op- 
posed to a general system of internal improve- 
ments. That provision—a strict and rigid one— 
was embraced in the Democratic platform four 
years ago; and yet, according to my recollection, 
in two months after that resolution was adopted 
at Baltimore, Congress, with an overwhelming 
majority of Democrats in both branches, passed 





| tem or not—but an internal improvement bill for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, with 
| many appropriations, if I recollect aright, for riv- 
ers commencing and terminating in one State— 
as local as a mill-pond. 
I am astonished to some extent at the mistake 
into which my colleague seems to have fallen. 
He appears to think that if a man does not vote 


cratic party, he is no Democrat. That is not the 
test at the present day. A man who votes for 
the nominees of the party is now considered a 
good party man, and he is allowed to vote as he 
leases on principles. I regret to see my old 
Tesnsenet friends contending here on any other 
issue as a true test—I speak of the practice and 
recognition of parties in this country. 

Mr. BIGGS. I have not risen for the purpose 
of participating in this discussion, but I desire to 


| Senate? 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
| motion of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Yutre,] 
| to recommit the bill to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BIGGS. Without instructions? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGGS. That I understood to be the 
motion of the Senator from Florida. | profess to 


'| be a practical man, and i desire to vote on all 
tween that appropriation and the one under con- || 


questions presented for my consideration in this 
body, upon their merit. For this reason I en- 
tirely approve of the suggestion which has been 
made by several Senators, that all measures should 
stand on their own merits, and each should be 
| acted on separately. lLentertain the opinion that 
appropriations may be made for some improve- 
ments in the country—improvements which are 
clearly and palpably within the power of Congress 
under the Constitution. Here, however, is a 
work presented for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, about which I am not informed, about which 
I have no light from any report made by the com- 
mittee who have submitted this bill. There is a 
simple, naked appropriation of $25,000 for the 
construction of a harbor at Marquette, on Lake 
Superior. 1 desire to be infoemed on the subject, 
so a® to judge whether this particular work is one 
that commends itself to my mind as clearly within 
the powers of the Constitution, and for the con- 
struction of which Congress ought to make an 
appropriation. 
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a bill—I do not know whether you call it a sys- | 


according to the professed principles of the Demo- | 


| know what is the real question now before the | 


New Sertes....No. 7l. 


Again: I desire further information on another 
point; and I am induced to make the inquiry from 
what has transpired during the present session of 
Congress. I dislike very much deficiency bills; 
I believe they are wrong in principle. I wish to 
inquire here, how do we know, from anything 
that appears before the Senate, what this cn 
at Marquette is to cost the Government? Have 
we any plan; have we any estimate? I have 
heard of none. An appropriation of $25,000 is 
proposed for a harbor—upon what plan? what 
sort of a harbor? how much is it to cost? is there 
any estumate? None; or, if there was an esti- 
mate, is 1t pretended that $25,000 will complete 
the work? I desire to vote understandingly; but 
I do not like to do things by piecemeal. These 
appropriations to commence a work, without 
knowing what is to be the conclusion of it, or the 
cost of it, | do not admire. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator will examine 
the bill he will find that it is expressly provided 
that the appropriation shall complete the work, 
and that the money shall not be expended with- 
out the Secretary letting a contract that shall com- 
plete it. 

Mr. BIGGS. [understand very well that you 
may make an appropriation of that kind, but I 
understand still further, from my short experi- 
ence here, that when you make an appropriation, 
unless you have the plan and the estimate accom- 
panying the bill, it is unfortunately the case that 
it costs three or four times more than the amount 
appropriated. Reasons are subsequently assigned 
to induce Congress to pursue a different course; 
engineers go and examine the work, and say that 
|| $25,000 will not do, and that we should appro- 

priate $25,000 more. We expend the amount 
first appropriated, and then we are called upon 
toauthorize furtherexpenditures upon a plan pro- 
jected; and the cost, finally, in a great many in- 
stances, doubles, trebles, or even quadruples, the 
amount of the original appropriation. 
Now, if we have a plan and estimate made by 
a competent engineer, accompanying this bill, 
| without going to sea upon it, without knowing 
anything specielly about it, we may, with some 
| propriety, confine the expenditure to the appro- 
priation; but I do not find anything of this kind, 
and therefore I ask that this motion to recommit 
may be adopted with instructions. I propose 
that the committee be instructed to report the 
reasons for the appropriation amieea in this 
bill, as a national work, and also a plan and esti- 
|} mate for a harbor at Marquette, and the amount 
that will be required to complete the harbor. 
|| Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
_ adjourned. 


| ati ‘ : 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Tvuespay, May 6, 1856. 

| The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap roved. 


| DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
|| in order was the consideration of House bill 
|| (No. 152) making appropriations for the consular 
|| and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
|| the year ending 30th June, 1857, and that upon 
|| that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campagne) 
|| had called the previous question. 
|| Mr. DEAN. Iask the unanimous consent of 
| the House to present resolutions of the State of 
Connecticut, that they may be laid on the table, 
|| and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the morning 
hour commenced ? 
| The SPEAKER. It has not. 
Mr. JONES. Does not the consideration of 
| the bill announced by the Chair come within the 
morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. Itdoes not. It is aspecial 
order, made so by the order of the House. The 
| bill has been reported from the Committee of the 
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Whole on the state of the Union, and the previ- 


ous question is called upon it. 

Mr. JONES. I call for the regular order of | 
business. 3 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of House bill (No. 152) announced 
by the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
will be disposed of. ; 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Fhe bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
subsequently read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also to ae the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was the consideration of a bill (H.R. 
No. 92) for the better security of the lives of 
passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam, and for other purposes. 

RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio relative to Kansas affairs; which 


were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DEAN, by unanimous consent, presented 


joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of | 


Connecticut, relative to Kansas and Nebraska | 
affairs; which were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BENSON also, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Maine, in opposition to the extension of 


the Woodworth patent; which were laid on the | 


table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WATKINS here obtained the floor. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 


for the purpose of a personal explanation ? 
Mr. WATKINS. 
that purpose myself; L would like to accommo- 
date my friend from Virginia, but 
Mr. FLAGLER. I wish to inquire whether, 
if the floor is given to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee for a personal explanation, it comes out | 
of the morning hour? If it is to be eounted as a 
part of the morning hour I shall object. 
The SPEAKER. Unless it be excluded from 
the morning hour by unanimous consent, the 
morning hour will run from the time it com- 
menced. 
Mr. FLAGLER. I shall object then. 
Mr. COBR, of Georgia. I call for the regular 
order of business. 


SECURITY ON STEAM VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER. It is the consideration of a | 
bill CH. R. No. 92) for the better security of the | 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- | 
208es,. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As a gen- 
tleman from New York who is particularly in- 
terested in this bill is in the Supreme Court at 
this time, I move thatits further consideration be 
postponed until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to, 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER stated that reports were in 
order from the Committee on Public Lands. 

4 Mr. BENNETT, of New York, obtained the 
oor. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Before the gentleman 
from New York commences making his report, 
IF wish to say that my friend, Mr. Harris, of 
lilinois, who is now absent, made an effort to 
introduce a couple of bills for the purpose of ref- 
erence, and, not being able to do so, left them in 
my charge; and Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to present them now in his behalf. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no disposition to in- | 
terfere with the gentleman’s request, but I shall 
do so unless I am allowed to introduce a resolu- | 
tion also, simply for the purpose of reference. | 

Mr. GRE OOD. I never made any ob- 
jection to the gentleman’s motion, and I only ask | 
this favor for Mr. Harris. 

Mr. HARLAN, [I object. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. most 
the permission of the House to 





ly ask | 
ea personal . 


I ask the gentleman from | 
‘Tennessee to yield me the floor for a moment, | 


I have sought the floor for | 


I hope the bill | 


explanation, which will not occupy five minutes. | in the construction of some four roads; a 
It is due to myself, and due to another gentleman || got the estimates ofthe Land Office in r 


of the House who has made an imputation upon 
me. 

Mr. FLAGLER. If it be understood that the | 
time which the gentleman may et does not | 
come out of the morning hour, [ shall withdraw | 
my objection; but not otherwise. | 

The SPEAKER. Unless the time be excepted | 
from the morning hour by unanimous consent, it 
must run within that time. 

Mr. FLAGLER. [ object. 

Mr. McMULLIN. At what time can I have | 


| the privilege which I ask? 


A Memser. hour shall 


have expired. 
PUBLIC LANDS TO IOWA. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I wish, Mr. 
Speaker, to report a bill from the Committee on 
Public Lands. I desire, at the same time, to ask 
a favor from the House, and that is, to have a 
vote taken upon it in order to determine at once | 


After the morning 


| whether it and other similar bills should pass. 


‘| on Public Lands had the floor, sir, and left it, and 





It is a railroad bill, and there are some four or 
five others before the committee depending upon | 
the same principle. I therefore want to have the | 
sense of the House taken upon it, as it will de- 


before the committee. At least, we think that it 
will, Ldo not want to debate the bill. I do not 
wish to make a speech in favor of it, or against 


it. I will simply state to the House the charac- || 
The bill (H. R. No. 56) making || 


ter of the bill. 
a grantof land to the State of [owa in alternate | 
sections to aid in the construction of certain roads 
in said State, was reported to the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. That my constitu- | 
ents may understand the position which I occupy 
here, and the reason why I have not been able to 
report the first railroad bill ordered by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, I want the Speaker to 
state that he has recognized the gentleman from 
New York twice while I have been endeavoring 
to obtain the floor. He left the floor and gave it 
to another member of the committee, and now he | 
takes it again, while I have been seeking it in 
vain. Let this statement go forih to my people, 
and perhaps they will justify the course which I 


have to pursue. 1} 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York is chairman of the Committee on Public | 
Lands, and rose to address the Chair for the pur- 
pose of making a report from that committee. 

Mr. COBB. The chairman of the Committee | 


now obtains itagain. (Cries of ** Order!’’] 

Mr. BENNETT. I think the gentleman over 
the way [Mr. Coss] was a little mistaken about 
my yielding the floor. I yielded it simply to | 
allow the gentleman on the other side of the House | 
to get up the bounty land bill, in order that it 
might go to the Senate. I did not yield the floor | 
except for the mere purpose of introducing that | 
bill. I have but two reports that I wish to make; | 
and, if the House will indulge me, I can explain | 
in ten minutes what this billis. ‘The bill itself | 
is printed, and will soon be where every one can | 
see it; and I will ask gentlemen to vote so that, 
by the decision in this case, the others may be 
also disposed of, and that the committee may go 
on with its business. 

This is a bill granting lands to the State of Iowa 
for railroad purposes, on the alternate section | 
system; that is, doubling the price of the re- 
served sections, and giving to the railroad com- | 
pany every other section for a limited width, not 
to exceed fifteen miles. It confines them, too, to | 
take the lands on the line of the railroad. When 
each twenty miles is built, they must take the 
alternate sections within that twenty miles. The | 
bill also contains a provision that the road shall | 
be for the benefit of the Government; that mili- | 
tary stores, &c., shall be transported upon it free | 
of charge; and it contains another provision, that 
the United States mail shall be, at all times, trans- 
ported on the road at such prices as Congress | 
shall determine and the Postmaster General shall | 
direct. In one word—to be brief about it—this | 
bill contains every provision guarding the riéhts 
of the United Siates that has ever been inserted 
inany of these bills. It is as strict in its provis- 
10nS as any of these bills ever has been. It pro- 
poses to make grants to the State of Iowa te aid 
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a great emigration to that State this season, 


Ma 
a —— SS — Se y 6, 
nd I have 


elation to 
them. Each one of these four roads is in prog. 


ress of construction, and the amount of land re- 
quired for all of them, under this bill, wil] ~ 
somewhere about a million and a half of acres. 


But it should also be stated that there has been 


s and 
consequently an extensive sale and entry of pub. 


lic lands, full returns of which have not yet been 
received; so that the quantity of land left cannot 
be calculated on. These roads are laid out, partly 
built and being built, and the consequence js 
that emigrants locate near the lines; so that it is 
probable, if this grant be made to the State, that 
the amount of the alternate sections will be less 
than a million and a half of acres, and may be 
less than a million. The fair presumption is, 


| that if the grant be made, the quantity of land 
taken by it will be somewhere between a million 
| anda million and a half of acres. 


Now the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Illinois, have each had grants averaging about 
three millions of acres apiece, while these grants 


| to the State of Iowa will not exceed a million and 


a half. [am not going into any argument as to 


| the propriety or impropriety of making such 


; he | grants to 
termine all the bills of a similar character now || 


railroads. The principle has been 
adopted in several instances; and in this case the 


grant will be of material benefit in helping the 


| are greatly enhanced in value. 
| Every farm that lies contiguous to the road, 
| if built, is worth double or treble what it would 





State of Iowa to construct the roads. They have 
undertaken to build four roads, and a grant of 
land would be beyond all question beneficial, 
and the roads would be built. The principle is, 
that the public lands along the line of the roads, 
That is true, 


be if the road were not there; and the argument 
is, that where the public lands are so increased 
in value by a railroad, a portion of them should 
be used to build the road. The Government can 
well afford to grant land for the purpose. The 
reserved sections readily sell for the double price; 
and by the law they are to be offered for sale at 
auction before they are sold at the reserved double 


| price, so that, if they sell for five or ten dollars an 
| acre, the Government is benefited to that extent. 


The lands may sell at four times the Government 
rice, and are not to be sold for less than double. 
he provisions of this bill are taken from the old, 

forms, and every guard is thrown around it. 
The bill has been drawn in a way in which 

the grant will certainly be protected as fully as 
any grant that has been made. If the House is 
willing, in order that the Committee on Public 

Lands may have an opportunity of disposing of 

the business on their hands, I should regard it as 

a favor if the House would dispose of the bill 

without delay. If there be any objection, how- 

ever, I will not at this time call the previous 


| question. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from New York that this bill is reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, and before 
the House? 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ihavean amendment which 
I wish to propose to the bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will hear the gentleman’s 
aniendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That all the rights, 
privileges, and liabilities hereinbefore conferred on the 
State of lowa shall be, and hereby are, granted to the States 
of Loyisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri, and to the Territory 
of Kansas respectively, for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Vicksburg to Shrevesport, in 
Louisiana ; thence to Fulton, in Arkansas, and Springfield, 
in Missouri ; and thence to Lecompton, in Kansas ; and that 
public lands of the United States, to the same extent in 
proportion to the length of the road,on the same terms, 
limitations, and restrictions, in every respect, shall be, and 
are hereby, granted to said States, and to said Territory, of 
Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, and Kansas, respectively. 

Mr. BENNETT. I would like to say one 
word in reference to that amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Let the amendment first 
be stated by the Speaker. I am entitled to the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia is entitled to the floor, unless the gentleman 
from New York still holds it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have not yielded the floor 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from New York to have yielded the 





——— a 
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floor; and assigned it t ae. 
o th : A 
e gentleman from |! Mr. WASHBURD 
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. e gentle- i} 
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ys were ordered. 
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Pr. Georgia. 
: Mr. BENNETT : 
: the floor. [ yield a I did not yield my ri i} man fro - 
; sia to hear bis cai ae the gentleman fo richt to || stated ve anew York did not yi 
. - : s amendment rom Ge i} ,as hew Oo vield th 
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n wee SR. Ti he emen a stood by myself - He Mr. RE 
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public highways for the use of the Government of the 
United States, free from toll or other charge upon the trans- 
portation of any property or troops of the United States. 
Sec. 4. dnd be tt further ena ted, ‘I hat the lands hereby 
granted to said State shail be disposed of by saul State only 
in manner following: that is tosay, thata quantity of land, 
not exceeding one hundred and twenty sections tor each of 
said roads, and included within a continuous length of 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


twenty miles of each of said roads, may be sold; and when | 


the Governor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of 


the Interior shat any twenty continuous miles ofany of said | 


roads is completed, then another quantity of land hereby 
granted, not to exceed one hundred and twenty sections 
for each of said roads having twenty continuous miles com- 


| 
| 


pleted as aforesaid, and included within a continuous | 
length of twenty miles of each of such roads, may be sold ; | 
and so, from time to time, until said roads are completed ; | 


and if any of said roads is not completed within ten years, 


no further sale shall be made, and the lands unsold shall | 


revert to the United States. 

Set 
mail shall be transported over said roads, under the ha 
tion of the Post Office Department, at such price as*UVon 


gress may, by law, direct: Provided, That until such price 


is fixed by law, the Postmaster General shall have the 
power to determine the same. 
Mr. WHITNEY. 1 
nays upon the adoption of the amendment. 
The veas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- | 


ment was agree d to 
Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. Is it too late, un- 
der the operation of the previous question, to 


move to postpone the further consideration of this | 


bill ? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 


enzrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was read the third time. 

~ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the morning 
hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business upon the 
Speake r’s table. 

Mr. BENNETT. 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 
floor, as I believe I was recognized by the Chair 
before the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. 
man from Tennessee is in order. 
first recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon my motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I would inquire of the 
Chair in what position the bill under considera- 
tion would be left, provided the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee should be adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. It would go upon the Speak- 
er’s table. 


I meve the previous ques- 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

S. R. No. 7. A resolution for the relief of the 
Southwestern and Muscogee Railroad Company; 

S. No. 1. An act making an appropriation for 
deepening the channel over St. Clair flats, in the 
State of Michigan; and 

H. R. No. 12. Joint resolution for enlarging 


~e 


the custom-house, post office, and court-house at | 


Cleveland, Ohio. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MeMULLIN. 
House for a few minutes, to make a personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. MATTESON. I object. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I have been personally at- 
tacked, and I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made; and un- 
less the gentleman rises toa question of privilege, 
he is not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It isa question of privi- 
lege, as I have been attacked personally by a mem- 
ber of this House, and I desire to be heard in 


reply. 

Mr. MATTESON. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McMULLIN. As a general rule, Mr. 
Speaker, am opposed to making personal ex- 
planations; but I discover, in the report of'a speech 
made by a gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Perry,] 
on Thursday last, that he made two quotations 
from remarks which I made in this House in 
December last, and made eomments upon those 


5. And be it further enacted, Thatthe United States | 


I demand the yeas and | 


I claim the | 


The motion of the gentle- | 
He was also | 


I ask the indulgence of the | 


it 
| 





| remarks which I construe into a reflection upon 
myself. Iwill read them. He says: 


* Another honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Me- 
Mu.uin,] in a debate in this House on the 20th of Decem- 
ber last, said : 

*** One of the greatest misfortunes of the country, Mr.Clerk, 
is the fact that our northern brethren mistake the character 
; ofthe South. ‘They suppose that the southern disunionists 

are confined to the Calhoun wing of the Deinocratic party. 

That, sir, is the greatest error that the people of the North 

have ever fallen into. 


States, our Republicans, our Seward 
Abolitionists, or whatever else you may be called, to know 
it—that if you restore the Missouri compromise, or repeal 
the fugitive slave law, this Union will be dissolved. 


| ** Ifthe Government goes into the hands of the North, into | 
the hands of the Republiean party, of the Abolition party— | 
for I like to call things by their true names—lI say if the | 


Government of the country goes into the hands of the Abo- 
litionists of the North, and they either repeal the fugitive 
slave law or restore the Missouri compromise, I tell the 
House, and [tell the country, that there will then be union 
at the South upon this question.’ 

* The same gentleman goes on still further to say: 

«¢ And letme ask gentlemen from the North, if this Union 
is dissolved, who holds your National Capitol? But let me 
say to genticmen of the North, you cannot get possession of 
this National Capitol. 

‘**The Capitol now belongs to no section. 
alike to North, South, East, and West. 

| erected upon slave territory ; 


It belongs 
But, sir, it was 


ake possession of it while | occupy my seat as a Represent- 
ative upon this floor. And more, [tell them that when the 
North and the South sever the connection which now binds 
thiem together, the North will never take possession of this 

| Capitol unless they pass over my dead body.’ 
* The gentleman says this Capitol vaas erected upon slave 
territory ; and, in case of a dissolution, if the North getany 


part of the publie plunder, while he occupies a seat, they | 


will have to ‘pass over his dead body.?- When I listened to 


| this remark, it brought ‘vividly to my recollection a scene 
in this same slaveholding territory,’ in | 


that was witnessed 
August, 1814, when a handful of British soldiers and sailors, 
after spending about a month upon the waters of the Ches- 


re 
apeake, landed, and, dragging their three pieces of artillery | 


| up by hand, over this same ‘ slaveholding territory,’ applied 


| the torch to the Capitol, reduced it toa heap of smouldering | 


| ruins, and, after destroying our library and public archives, 


leisurely reémbarked, and quietly sailed awzy to other | 


scenes of operation.” 


Now, sir, I may not have construed the lan- 


guage of the gentleman correctly; but if the gen- | 


tleman from Maine designed, by these remarks, 

| to cast any imputation upon me by supposing that 

I would not defend myself or my country, if at- 

| tacked, I would like toknowit. If the gentleman 

| meant any personal imputation or refiection upon 
me individually, | should like to know it. 

Mr. PERRY. 

the time of the House. In regard to the remarks 

| which I made the other day in this House, which 


have been alluded to by the gentleman from Vir- | 


| ginia, I would say that the members of the House 


will find, by referring to my speech upon that | 
| occasion, that 1 made certain quotations from | 
| remarks made by the gentleman from Virginia | 
| during the trial to effect an organization of this | 
I believe [ quoted the | 


| House in December last. 


gentleman correctly. Those remarks, I go on to 


say, called to my mind an occurrence which took | 


place in 1814. The gentleman from Virginia, in 
| those remarks, stated that there might come a 
| contingency when the Union would be dissolved, 
| and in that contingency there might be a contest 
| as to who should get possession of the public 

property in the city of Washington. 

and I believe 1 quoted him correctly—that the 
| North, in that contingency, could not get posses- 
sion of this Capitol. Those remarks brought to 


my mind the fact that this Capitol was conquered | 


at oné time, without any internal collision among 
| the people of this Union, by a foreign foe; an 
| although I have never, in reading the history of 
| that time, accused the people of Washington of 
| cowardice, I have thought that they had a ver 
|modest way of defending the Capitol. But i 
| brought = this as an illustration of the idea that 
|there might be circumstances hereafter arising 

upon this territory, which the gentleman alludes 

to as slave territory, when it might be again 
| taken. 

And I will say in this connection—for I am a 

| frank man, and wish to cast no imputation upon 

any member of this House—that in making thase 

remarks, I had no personal allusion whatever to 
' the gentleman from Virginia, and I do not think 
| that, from any fair construction of my remarks, 
such an inference can be drawn. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I wish to say that the 

general who commanded at that time was some- 

| where from the gentleman’s own country. 


L GLOBE. 


And J tell you, sir, and [ want the | 
country to know it—I want the gentlemen from the free 
Republicans, our 


and if the hand of disunion | 
shall ever sever the States of this Republic, you shall never | 





I shall occupy but a moment of | 





He stated— | 
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Mr. PERRY. But he was supported by y, 
: y Very 
poor soldiers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATKINS. I have not before asked 
versonal favor of this House, and I do not expect, 
in all probability, to ask a similar favor again: 
and, as personal explanations seem to be the Order 
of the day, I trust that the same courtesy which 
has been extended to other gentlemen will also I 
extended to me. " 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous cons 
can the gentleman proceed. 

No objection was made. 

Mn WATKINS. I hold in my hand, M; 
Speaker, a copy of a Know Nothing paper pub. 
lished in the city of Knoxville, State of Tenner, 
see, called the Knoxville Register, in which I 
find the following paragraph, under the caption 
in capital letters, of ‘* Hon. A. G. Warkiys » 
The editor, whom Ido not know personally—for 
he has been only a short time at the editoriaj 
head of that paper—prefaces the publication With 
these remarks: 

*Itis always best to know exactly where a man st 
and for this reason we make the following extract from 
the report of the speech of Hon. Sam A. Smirn, delivered 
on the 4th instant in the House of Representatives. of 
course, Sam SMITH speaks ex-cathedré.” 


ent only 


ands, 


The editor then proceeds to give what purports 
to be a dialogue between two of my colleagues 
on this floor during the delivery of that speech 
while IT was absent, not only from the House 
of Representatives, but from the city of Wash- 
ington, attending to some indispensable private 
business, and on a short visit to my family— 
some six hundred miles from the seat of Goy- 
ernment. That dialogue is published as follows: 

“Mr. Sneep. [ desire to know by what authority the 
gentleman has left out of his list one of his own colleagues? 

“Mr. Smiru. Do you mean the gentleman from the 
Knoxville district? His name is here. 

“Mr. Sneep. No, sir; | mean the gentleman from the 
district above Knoxville, one of the immortal 74—Mr, 
WATKINS. 

“Mr. Smirn. He may have belonged to the order at the 
time of his election, but he was elected by the Anti-Know 
Nothings, and in opposition to the nominee of that party, 
in the first district, and is now openly doing noble service in 
the ranks of the Democratic party. 

“Mr. Sneep. In two of the largest counties in the dis- 
trict he received the Know Nothing vote. 

“Mr. Smiru. Well, I will put him down as a Demo- 
crat.”? 

I regret exceedingly, Mr. Speaker, that my 
colleague from the Knoxville district, [Mr. 
Sneep,] for whom I have high respect person- 
ally and otherwise, deemed it negessary, in my 
absence, to call in question my political posi- 
tion in the canvass—a most exciting canvass— 
through which I passed durifg the last summer. 

Sir, it has been my habit, ever since I have first 
occupied a seat on this floor, not to question the 
political consistency, or conduct, or integrity, of 
any of my colleagues of oor party, whether they 
were present or absent, and more especially, sir, 


when I had known that they were not present, 
and were not, therefore, prepared to defend them- 


selves on this floor. here are, Mr. Speaker, 
three imputations, or accusations, or insinuations, 
in thisarticle. One is, that I was elected to a seat 
on this floor by one party, and have acted and 
coéperated and voted with, and sustained, another 
and different party on this floor. One is, that I 
could not have occupied a seat on this floor at 
this time, but for the support of the Know Noth- 
ing party of the first congressional district of 
Tennessee. 

The other is made: by the editor, and my hon- 
orable colleague, [Mr. Sneep,] when it isgpid 
that I received the Know Nothing vote of the 
two strongest Know Nothing counties in the first 
congressional districtof Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
I take this occasion to say to the House, and to 
the country, with all due deference and respect 
for the opinions and the information of my col- 
league from the Knoxville district, that neither 
one of these imputations, of these intimations, of 
these insinuations, is true in point of fact in 
point of argument, or in point of inference. 

Sir, I repeat that I regret that it has become 

tessary to call in question the political consist- 
ency or political integrity of one colleague by 
another on this floor. I regret this the more ex- 
ceedingly for the reason that it drags into discus- 
sion in the House the excitement and the issucs 
of a canvass which, in my judgment, have no 
place in, and do not properly pertain to, the le- 
gislation of the Congress of the United States. It 








Mr. 
ub. 
ies. 
hI 


ion, 


~fi ir 
rial 
vith 


nds, 
rom 


the 
ues? 
| the 


1 the 
-Mr, 


tthe 
now 
uty, 
ce im 


dis- 


-mO- 


my 
Mr, 
sOn- 
my 
OS 
SN 
ner, 
first 
the 
, of 
hey 
Sir, 
ent, 
em- 
ker, 
DOS, 
seat 
and 
ther 
at I 
r at 
oth- 
of 


10n- 
pod 
tne 
first 
ker, 
| to 
pect 
Cul- 
ther 
3, of 


t in 


ome 
S1Sst- 
. by 
ex- 
cus- 
sues 
+ no 


B le- 


- 





——— 
brings upon me, sir, the disagreeable necessity, | 


the disagreeable duty, of referring to these can- 


1856. _ 


A 


yass issues in order to sustain myself before this 


ul 
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House and before the country, in relation to these | 


indirect charges or insinuations, | 
wr rested only with my constituents, I should 
not have asked the indulgence of this House for 
, moment to reply to this publication of the 
Knoxville Register; for I had occasion on the 26th 
of last December, pending the disorganization 
of this House, to address a letter to my constitu- 
ents defining my position, giving to them fully, 
girly, frankly, honestly, and truthfully, the 
reasons Which induced me to support the Demo- 
cratic nominees for Speaker and other officers, in 
she organization of this House. Three or four 
thousand of these addresses have circulated 
among my constituents, and they understand per- 
fectly my position on this question. I handed 
a copy of that address to my colleague from 
the 

Revister, Who makes these imputations and 
indirect charges against me. The editor may not 
have condescended to read that address, for if 


Sir, if this mat- | 


Knoxville district, and I also franked one | 
of the pamphlets to the editor of the Knoxville | 


he did it is impossible that he could have been | 


under the necessity of stating, as he does in 
that paragraph, that ‘* it is always best to know 
exactly Where a man stands.”’ 

Now, sir, this publication brings up the facts 
in relation to my political position. It directly 


involves the supposition that I have abandoned | 


my former political principles in attaching my- 
selfas J have done—andas I stated in that address 


on the 26th of last December—to the present great | 


national Democratic party of this country. 


Sir, | have abandoned no principle which I | 


have heretofore professed. I have discarded no 
doctrine upon which [ stood during the four years 
in which Lt held a seat upon this floor, commenc- 
ing with the memofable contest of 1850. I came 
into this House when I was first elected to a seat 
upon this floor in 1849, upon the very question 
upon which I now stand to-day 


principles upon which I have united myself to the 


party organization with which I am now con- | 


nected—upon which the Democratic party stand 
to-day as announced in the resolutions adopted 
at the caucus held by that party at the commence- 
ment of the present session. 

Icome here now advocating the doctrine of 
non-interventién and popular sovereignty. 
first time I ever came to the Congress of the 
United States I came advocating the doctrine of 
non-intervention and popular sovereignty in ref- 
erence to the Territories. During the ever-mem- 
orable contest of 1849-50, I had the honor of 
acting with some gentlemen who are now here, 
and with other more distinguished statesmen now 
passed from the stage of action, in maturing the 
doctrine of non-intervention and popular sover- 
eignty in the Territories of the United States, as 
couched in the language of the Utah and New 
Mexico bills in the compromise measures of 1850. 
1 then, for the first time, took part in the political 
events of this House; and as parties seem to be 
eliciting some interest at the present time, and as 
&n important election is approaching, which is 
exciting a good deal of feeling throughout the 
country, itis perhaps just here well enough that 
J should state the position with which I started in 
the first contest in which I was actively engaged. 
It yl be remembered that the contest of 1844 
was Detween a distinguished statesman of my own 
State—now no more—who was elected President, 
and a distinguished statesman from a sister State, 
how ho more. It was the last national contest 
which was fought between the Whig and Demo- 
cratic parties upon questions of principle purely. 

I feel it due to myself that I should make these 
remarks, for the reason that I once belonged to 
the great Whig party of the country. I am proud 
to have been an humble member of that great 
party. I have had the honor to take an active 
part in all the prominent political contests, both 
State and National, in the State of Tennessee, 
from the time when I became a legal voter down 
to the present moment. I served twice upon the 
electoral ticket of that State. I have served in 
the Legislature of my State; I have served four 
years in Congress; and, if my life is spared until 
the close of the present Congress, I shall then 
have served six years in the Congress of the United 


I came to this | 
House in 1849, standing upon the great cardinal | 











States. And, sir, I claim to understand well the 
political history of that State, and the history 
of the political parties of that State. In the con- 
test of 1848, almost the only principle which had 
divided the two creat parties which was made a 
matter of discussion, was the veto power. But, 
sir, I never in my life, either in the contest of 
1848 or otherwise, made an argument against 
the veto power. I was then an advocate of the 
veto power; and subsequent events have con- 
firmed me in the opinion, that it is an important 
power which should be exercised whenever any 
exigency occurs which requires its exercise. 

In the congressional election which took place 
the same year, | became a candidate for election 
toa seat inthis House to represent the second dis- 
trict of Tennessee—now the district represented 
by my honorable colleague from the Knoxville 
district, [Mr. SNEED. | There was no issue upon 
any important principle between my competitor 
and myself. Both of us took ground in favor of 
non-intervention in the Teritories of the United 
States, which had recently been acquired during 
the Mexican war. I was elected to Congress; and 
under the leadership of the distinguished states- 
man, then the standard bearer and embodiment 
of the Whig party, I aided.in carrying out the 


| doctrine of non-mtervention and popular sover- 
eignty in the Territories, in the consummation of 


the compromise measures of 1850. Upon those 
identical principles | stand to-day—the principles 
involved in the Kansas and Nebraska bill, and the 
identical principles couched in the resolutions of 
the Democratic party, adopted at the commence- 
ment of the present session of Congress. I went 
before the people of my district upon that prinei- 
ple. 
tion and popular sovereignty before them, and 1 
was returned by the unprecedented majority of 
seven thousand in thatdistrict. Uponthat prin- 
ciple I stand to-day before the House and the 
country. 

These are among the reasons which make it 
necessary for me to make this personal explana- 
tion. If I had regard only to my own constit- 


uents, I should not have considered it necessary. | 


But, sir, | have many friends, whom I cherish 


| and love dearly, among my former constituents, 
| now the constituents of my distinguished col- 
\\ league from the Knoxville district, [Mr. Sneep.] 


Before the State of Tennessee was redistricted, 


| by which I was transferred to the district which I 


The |} 


have the honor now to represent, I was reélected, 
as I have stated, by the unprecedented majority 
of seven thousand votes; and while I believe I 


| have very many friends in the district which I 
have the honor now to represent, I have many 


more in the district represented by my distin- 
guished colleague, [Mr. Snrep.] I feel it, there- 


| fore, due to them that the statement contained in 
| the paper from which I have read, which circu- 
| lates extensively in that district, should not be 
| allowed to pass without notice; and that a state- 


ment made, perhaps not by my colléague, but by 


| the editor, injurious to my reputation, should not 


be allowed to go uncontradicted. 

Sir, I would sooner to-day resign my seat on 
this floor, and return to my plantation in ‘Ten- 
nessee, and to the bosom of my family, my 
friends and constituents, than that the constitu- 
ents of my honorable colleague should suppose 
that I had abandoned the doctrine upon which I 
have stood as the palladium of the Constitution, 
and the bulwark that should preserve the Union 
of these States. 

Now, sir, I stand upon the same principles 
upon which I have always stood. I have not 
changed a single, solitary sentiment. I have 
marched directly, and unwaveringly, from the 

oint at which I started when first elected to this 

ouse, to the position I now occupy as connected 
with the Democratic party of the House and the 
country. Sir, the history of this, and of every 
other country, proves that parties’ names change, 
policy changes, but principle is immutable; prin- 
ciple never changes. I came to Congress upon 


the principle imbodied in the Kansas and Ne- | 


braska bill. I stand upon that principle to-day. 

I am willing to acknowledge that I received a 
ortion of thé Know Nothing vote in my district; 
ut, sir, I was elected on the principles of the 

Kansas-Nebraska bill to hold a seat in this Hall. 
I was elected on the identical principles of the 


resolution adopted by the Democratic eaucus of 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 


I discussed the doctrine of non-interven- | 
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members of this House at the commencement of 
this session. Those principles I made the burden 
of the contest; and so far from my being elected 
by the Know Nothing party—I use the term be- 
cause it is found in this publication, and I prefer 
to reply to it specificady—so far from my being 
elected by that party in any one county, I was, 
perhaps, as sternly and as fiercely opposed by it 
in my districtas any ma@has been. I did re- 
ceive a portion of the Know Nothing vote of my 
district, but only the votes of those who preferred 
a settiement of the ve xed sl very question on the 
principles of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. They 
preferred that issue to Know Nothingism. My 
colleague, mistaken in the assumption 
Know Nothing, or even a ma- 


then, is 
that I received the 
jority of that vote, in any county of my district. 
He »s equally mistaken in th supposition that I 
would not have been elected if I had not received 
the Know Nothing vote, Nor is he any more 
correct In his supposition that I have abandoned 
any party or principle to which I was attached 
before | came here to act with the Demoeratic 
party. 

I dislike exces dingly to refer to the difficulties 
of the canvass, but it is my duty to do so—a duty 
which I owe to my political integrity—a duty 
which I owe to my record in this House—a duty 
which I owe to my constituents—to my friends, 
whether in my own district, in Tennessee, or 
anywhere in the country—a duty which It owe to 
my family—a duty w hich I owe to myself. Iam 
not prepared to say what number of Know Noth- 
ing votes I did receive—l use the term Know 

\| Nothing with no feeling of derision or disrespect, 
Nor am | prepared to say whether that party 
nominated or not the gentleman who ran against 
me. I know nothing of what occurred in the 
consultations of that organization. As I stated 
in the address to my constituents, to which I have 
referred, L had the misfortune to have myself -in- 
volved in difficulty with the Know Nothing party 
of my district. Like thousands of others, | was 
induced, by representations made to me, to allow 
myself to be initiated into that organization when 
it was first made in Tennessee. From that simple 
| circumstance alone, the controversy which has 
grown up in my district, and been brought into 
this House, took its origin. But, sir, I repeat 
| that I knew nothing of the doings of that party. 
I preserved every obligation of the initiation. | 
discussed the doctrines of the Tennessee platform. 
| They were the matter of contestin Tennessee,, I 
stood by them because thi y were the principl 4 
| of the compromise of 1850, for which I had 
ted. They were the principles of the Kansas- 
"Nebraska bill and the resolutions passed in 
| caucus by the Democrats of this Congress. True, 
| there was a great deal of verbiage about the res- 
olutions of that platform. ‘There were resolu- 
tions in favor of the revolutionary war, of the 
Declaration of American Independence, of the 
Constitution of the United States, and of the 
Bible. Resolutions were there in favor of what 
eve rybody was for—eve rybody in this country 
and elsewhere, for aught | know. The only poli- 
tical resolution in the platform was one which 
came fair up to the position of the Democratic 
party on the compromise measures of 1850, and 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill of 1854. I had been in 
the compromise Congress of 1850; I had voted 
for the admission of California as a free State; 
| for the organization of territorial governments 
for Utah and New Mexico—indeed for all the 
compromise measures of 1850. 1 voted for the 
| Washington territorial bill, Though not in 
Congress when the Kansas bill was introduced, 
I was prepared for the principles it contains. I 
had watched the progress of these principles, day 
| and night, in Congress. I saw the consummation 
| of our endeavors in the compromise measures of 
| 1850. I felt that no man who had been in favor 
|| of those measures could consistently withhold kis 
vote for the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 1 supported 
| that bill. I fought the battle in my district on it, 
'| and I was elected. And so far from my not being 
| able to come to Congress without Know Nothing 
|| votes, | would have been elected by at least 
fifteen hundred votes if the question of Know 
Nothingism had never come into the contest. If 
| the contest had been on the constitutional, legal, 
] and political doctrines of that bill alone, my ma- 
jority would not have been less than fifteen 
| hundred. 
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“When my colleague refers to my 
evived Know Nothing votes, I presume he refers 
to votes cast in Jefferson and Sevier counties. 

Mr. SNEED. If my colleague will yield, I 
will answer his question. 

Mr. WATKINS. I will give way for my col- | 
league with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. SNEED. 1 do not intend to put myself, 
nor do | desire that m@ colleague shall be allowed | 
to put me, into the ungracious position of his pros- 
ecutor. I shall not enter into the political issues 
of the contestin which he was elected. 1 have 
no inclination for the task. In the first place, I 
desire to know of my colleague whether he ap- 
plied the remark that this publication was not | 
true, in point of fact, in argument, or inference, | 
to me personally, and in any offensive sense ? 

Mr. WATKINS. I stated that neither of the | 
positions taken in the publication was true in 
fact, argument, or inference. I so stated, with 
the qualification that I had no reference to my 
colleague ’s veracity, though I did not use the word | 
veracity. I said that if my colleague had an opin- 
ion of the kind I stated, the information upon 
which he based it was incorrect, 

Mr. SNEED. That is perfectly satisfactory. 
I have another remark in reference to what my 
colleague said of this matter being brought up in 
his absence. ; 

Mr. WATKINS. Do my colleague’s remarks | 
count in my time? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly 

Mr. WATKINS. Then my colleague had 
better wait until I have finished, when he can | 
make what remarks he may desire. 

Mr. SNEED. I will not occupy more than ten || 
minutes. When my colleague is through, then I | 
will show that | was not mistaken, and that I did || 
not deal impolitely with him in his absence. 

Mr. WATKINS. I trust my colleague will be 
allowed to do that when 1 shall have concluded | 
my remarks. ‘Ten or fifteen minutes taken out 
of my time is more than I can spare. If, how- 
ever, I conclude my remarks twenty minutes be- 
fore the expiration of my hour, I will yield the | 
balance of my time to my colleague. 

Mr. SNEED. 

dulge me. 

Mr. WATKINS. As my colleague has fore- 

shadowed the character of his reply in the sug- 

estion he made, by which he expects to estab- 
Sah the fact that the imputations in this editorial 
are correct, | will proceed to state the facts in 
reference to—— | 








} 
I presume the House will in- | 


Mr. SNEED, (interrupting.) I ought to state || 
to my colleague that the part in reference to “ie 


remarks is slightly inaccurate. I did not say, 
intend to say, that my colleague received the 
Know Nothing vote of the two largest counties in 
the district. Timended to say that he received a 
majority of the Know Nothing votes in two of | 
the counties of his district giving the largest || 
Know Nothing majority. | 
Mr. WATKINS. That does not materially | 
change the issue, and I am willing to accept the | 
modification made by my colleague; and meaning, | 
as I stated before, no discourtesy or disrespect | 
to him, I state that his information is incorrect 
in reference to that also, and that it is not true in | 
point of fact; it is not true in point of argument; | 
and it is not true in point of inference, that I did | 


_THE CONGRESSIONA 


TD —————————SSEE ee 





having re- | county of Jefferson, and thus beaten me in the 
| contest. 


' the battle-zround, returned there; and, blessed | 


| outposts, and was thereby enabled to blow up the 


| the assistance of every society that existed in the 


| or pride that I recur to them, for I trust I shall 


|if 1 should be in forty other contests, I never 





receive the majority of the Know Nothing votes 
in those twocounties. I didreceive Know Nothing 
votes, and I received them upon the ground of 
the national issues as they were understood in 
the county of Jefferson. 1 received in Jefferson 
county the Know Sreeeee, Vator of those who 
were my personal friends. Every Know Nothing 
vote in thatcounty was marshaled and disciplined | 
that could be, so as to bear upon me on the day | 
of election. They were marshaled in full force 
upon the field of battle. A contest similar to that 
was never witnessed in the county of Jefferson. 
I received every Democratic vote, every Whig || 
vote, and the votes of such of my personal friends | 
in Jefferson county belonging to the Know Noth- | 
ing party as preferred the principles of the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill to Know Nothingism. 

But wherever they had the power, they brought 





all their machinery, directly and indirectly, to 
bear against me on the day of the election, and 
they did defeat me, in such places, two to one; 
and but for the little sagacity which I happened 
to possess, they would have beaten me in the 








Sut, a week before the election, I left 
the contest in other parts, and returned to Jeffer- | 
son county, knowing that it was to be the battle- | 
ground. "That was the county which, in 1840, re- | 
ceived the cognomen of ** Little Massachusetts,”? | 
in consequence of its giving the largest vote in | 
the State against Van Buren. Sevier county was 
the banner county in 1844, and had received the | 
title of ** Little Kentucky”? in consequence of its | 
giving the largest vote to the immortal Clay, in 


opposition to a distinguished son of her own State. |) 


Sut I, knowing that Jefferson county was to be 


with a good constitution, I canvassed that county | 


day and night for one week before the election. || 


| 


[rode by moonlight, through rain and mud. I} 
marshaled my friends, and stationed them at the 


magazine of the party and to spike the cannon | 


| which they had planted with a view of producing || 
my destruction on the day of election, in every || 


part of the county except the county seat. I 
reached that place on the day of election; and there 
I was defeated, three to one, by their bringing to 
bear all their machinery of party, all their influ- 
ence through every possible combination, and by | 


county, and threw their votes for what they con- 
ceived to be the regular candidate of the Know 
Nothing party in that district. 

Those are the facts; and it is with no pleasure 





never again witness such another scene. I trust, | 
shall witness a similar excitement to that which 
existed in that district on the day of that election. 

3ut while I do not wish to apply these remarks 
to any member of the party outside of my district, 





| they did, in my county, resort to every scheme 


to defeat me for some time before the election. 
They practiced every sort of duplicity, every sort 
of deception, every sort of hypocrisy and strata- 


| gem, to defeat my election; and some of my 


enemies in that county actually went to the 


| unpardonable extreme of perjuring to defeat me, 


as I have shown in the address written on the 
26th of December; and [| there confined it to the 
persons to whom the charge properly applies. 
I'hey committed the darkest, the blackest, the 
most fatal species of perjury—that perjury which 
is cognizable only in the high court of Heaven, 
beyond which there is no appellate jurisdiction, 
and the sentence of whose just. condemnation is, 
** Depart, ye cursed, into outer darkness.”’ 

Sir, I had hoped 1 should never be brought to 
the extreme of making this declaration; but, sir, 
itis true, as [ have shown in that pamphlet, as 
applied to the specific cases I have mentioned. I 
have not time to argue the reasons why it was so, 
but I argued it on the 26th of December last. 

Weill, sir, as to the vote of the county of Sevier: 


|I am not prepared to say how many Know 


Nothing votes I did receive. I did receive the 
votes ot personal friends there who belonged to 
that party; but I say—and I feel fully authorized 
to say so from facts derived from personal con- 
tact with my constituents—that nearly all those 
belonging then to that party, and whose support 
I received, are not now members of that party; 
and I take pride and pleasure in saying that I 
would have received the some vote under any 
other circumstances than those which existed in 
the canvass. I believe that is the case in respect 


| to Sevier county also. I was supported upon the 


national questions embraced in the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill, 

I will not now occupy more time in reference 
to this point. My pm hea wishes to address 
the House in regard to it by unanimous consent; 
that courtesy will be, as a matter of course, ex- 
tended to each of us in future, if the discussion 
shall be protracted on this point. I state the facts 
as I understand them; and I will state one other 


| additional fact—that I lost the votes of two Dem- 


ocrats in the district, in consequence of my having 
been at one time initiated in the Know Nothing 
party, for the vote of every single Know Nothing 
—particular friend or otherwise—that [ received 
at the pols on the day of the election. These 
are additional facts to show that my election did 
not depend upon that, and that I have not vio- 
lated any principle or plighted faith in my course 
in this Fics but there are some questions of 


L GLOBE. 


| sas-Nebraska bill, the principal of which is 


| which I was elected to Congress—under this 
| newspaper accusation. 


| to the rules of debate, and to the parliamentary 
'law governing the House. 
| tions of this publication in the Knoxville Regisie 


| the principle of squatter sovereignty is in this bill, 


| ereignty in the bill. 
| sovereignty”’ I call ‘* popular sovereignty; 
_may call it by whatever name you please; I am 
| in favor of all the sovereignty that th 


| bill is lega 
| that sovereignty which exists in every Territory 


| gress of the United 
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policy entertained in my district, in reference to 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill. It has been known 
to my district, and to the country everywhere 
that I have been a warm advocate of that meagyp, 
ever since it was first mooted in the Congress of 
the United States. But 1 wish now to reply to 
some of the specific objections made to the Kan. 


squatter sovereignty. I am not aware that I know 
what the enemies of the Kansas-Nebraska }j\j 
mean by the term ** squatter sovereignty ”?__ 

Mr. FLAGLER. submit that it is not jy 
order in a personal explanation to proceed to the 
discussion of the principles of the Kansas-Np. 
braska bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tey. 
nessee state that he intends to debate the Kansas. 
Nebraska bill, the Chair thinks that it does yo, 
come within the privilege of the personal expla. 
nation. 

Mr. WATKINS. If the Chair allow me | 
will say that I do not propose to discuss that spe. 
cifically, as an abstract question; | propose to 
discuss it in connection with the question under 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tep. 
nessee stated that that was his intention. 
Mr. WATKINS. I will confine myself, I trust, 


One of the intima- 


involves the doctrines contained in the Kansas. 
Nebraska bill called ‘* squatter sovereignty,” 
Now, I am not aware that I understand where 


My own opinion is that there is no squatter soy- 
What they call * Squatier 
’ 


you 


here is in the 
Kapsas-Nebraska bill. ‘There is such a thing as 
squatter sovereignty, but in an | opinion it does 
not exist in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. All the 
sovereignty that there is in the Kansas-Nebraska 

L constitutional popular sovereignty— 


when a Territory, and every State after it be- 
comes a State. ‘The recent denunciations on the 
subject of squatter sovereignty, as it is termed, 
donot meet my approbation. I hold that the Con- 
cress of the United States has transferred to the 
Territory of Kansas all the sovereignty and all 
the powers which it possesses; but I do not hold 
that that sovereignty is in abeyance in the Con- 

States, for the people of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, when they shall have orgai- 
ized a State government. I believe that, so far 
from Congress being the trustee for the peopl 
of Kansas and Nebraska, the people of Kansas 
and Nebraska are trustees, holding the popular 
sovereignty of the Territory in reservation fot 
thirty-one States of the Union, until the Territory 
shall have been organized into a State govern: 
ment, and shall take her place in the order of 
States. 

Mr. EDIE, (interrupting.) I must insist on 
the point of order taken by my friend on the left, 
[Mr. Fracier.] This is a simple paragrap! 
containing but few allegations. They are either 
true or false, and ought to be explained away 1 
five minutes without discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not sustain 
the point of order. The gentleman from ‘Tegnes- 
see has got, by the unanimous consent & the 
House, the privilege to explain his position; bu! 
he has not the right to introduce independent topics 
of debate and discussion. He is entitled, in the 
opinion of the Chair, toexplain his position 
connected with political questions. 

Mr. WATKINS. I thank the House, and 
thank the Chair for its decision. I have not in- 
tended and have not attempted to introduce new 
subjects of debate; but I have attempted to explain 
these as having reference to the position which 
occupied in the last canvass, was going 00 
to state what I understood to be popular sover 
eignty in the Territories of Kansas and Nebraske. 
I do not understand it to be that sovereignty 
which can be exercised by the people of the Ter- 
ritory while it is a Territory; nor do I understand 
that the Congress of the United States holds \' 
in reservation; but I believe that the Congress of 
the United States has parted with all the sover- 
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eee > eignty which it ever held oer the Territory of reference to these great “questions; but had I been || can occupy that will be available in the coming 
cnown Kansas, eS ee a territorial govern- | an American I should have voted with the Dem- || presidential contest. 1 consider that the next 
Where, ment there; and that squatter sovereignty or pop- |, Ocratic party, because it was the largest organiza- || contest will be between the great anti-slavery 
Casure ylar sovereignty, or call it what you will, isinher- | tion in opposition to the anti-slavery party, or || party at the North and the entire national, con- 
ress of ent in the people, and resides in the people—the | abolition party, if I may be justified in using that || servative, union, constitutional ‘element of the 
ply to trustees for the thirty-one States of the Union. |, term here. I desire to indulge in no crimination || United States; and if each partythe Democratic 
» Kan. It is held in reservation for them; and whenever || or recrimination. r he very same reasons that party and the American varty—had met in con- 
ich is the partnership of the thirty-one States is dis- || controlled me in voting for the gentleman from || vention, and had each sloped the same precise 
| know solved by the organization of a State government | [ilinois, and for the distinguished gentleman from || and specific resolutions containing the same mat- ¥ 
ka bil] in Kansas, then the popular sovereignty which South Carolina, {Mr. AlkEN,]} and for ether na- || ter, the same principle, the same policy, the same e 
Malt ertains to the Territory is operative, and legal, || tional Democrats, will control my action in the || letters and figures, | would unhesitatingly, al- a 
not in and constitutional, and exercisable by the people |, coming presidential election, because the very though I have been a Whig all my life, enrol 4 
to the of the Kansas Territory. That is my definition | Same arguments and influences must necessarily || myself under the Democratic banner. There is 
as-Ne. and understanding of ** squatter sovereignty’ in | control the presidential election that controlled || no possible contingenc¢y in which I could be in- : : 
: Kansas, and every other ‘Territory. i do not | the election of Speaker here. | duced to vote for any other than the nominee of a 
n Ten. believe that that ne is ever stationed any- | Sir, [am an admirer of Mr. Fillmore. I was || the Cincinnati Democratic Convention, provided e 
‘ansas. where except in the people. It is inherent in the || one of his original friends and advocates, because they adopted as their platform the doctrine of the th 
eS ot people, but can only be exercised legally and con- | he supported the compromise measures of 1850 | compromise of 1850, na doctrines of the Kansas- 
eXpla- stitutionally under a territorial bill, or under a —and that was his chief distinction as a states- || Nebraska bill, or even the specific resolutions of : 
State constitution. Until the people of Kansas | man—and because he carried out the doctrine of, || the Democratic caucus whieh nominated the dis- i 
me | form a State constitution, the principle rests in | and administered the Government upon, the prin- || tinguished gentleman from Illinois as candidate BY 
at spe. the people of the Territory in reservation for the ciples of that compromise of 1850; and if he were for Speaker at the commencement of the present ‘ 
OSE to States of the Union; and the Territory remains | standing upon that platform, and under circum- || session. If one of the opposition parties should te 
under subject to the equal participation of all the other |, stances that would justify the belief that his || publish a platform of the same doctrines, verbatim BS 
© this thirty-one States in every species of property || prospect of success was greater than that of the || et literatim, 1 say frankly that I should feel con- eo 
which they hold and possess. Sir, 1 am in favor || Democratic party, | would support him. But I || strained, under the circumstances, to support the 
Ten. of all the sovereignty, whether it be popular or || ana satisfied that such is not the case; and, there- || nominee for President of the national Democratic } 
squatter, on this point. || fore, I have been compelled to take the course || party, on account of its superiority of numbers. 4 
I trust, But, sir, it is known that, until recently, I was | which Ihave taken. I announced to my constit- Mr. SNEED. I ask the unanimous consent : 3 
entary ame mber of the great Whig party of this country. uents last December, during the contest for | of the House to make a reply to my colleague. ze 
ntima- J have discussed the questions on which I acted || Speaker, my determination to identify myself | It will not occupy more than ten minutes. “ a 
evister during Mr. Fillmore’s administration. I have |} with the Democratic party in opposition to the | Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I object. ee 
ansas- shown that these same doctrines of non-interven- || great anti-slavery party of the North. I intend Mr. WATKINS. I hope the gentleman will H 
onty,”? tion and popular sovereignty on which that Ad- || to adhere to the Democratic party as long as they || withdraw his objection, and grant to my colleague ae 
where ministration was based are the doctrines of the || maintain their nationality, and { shall sustain || the courtesy which he asks. wa 
ris bill, Kansas-Nebraska bill, and are the doctrines of || their doctrines and advocate their principles fear-_| Mr. BENNETT. I would inquire of the en 
er soy- the Democratic resolution adopted at the com- || lessly, and, I hope, faithfully. Speaker whether, if the motion of the gentleman has 
quatier mencement of this session; and that party, sir, || But, sir, the platform recently adopted by the | from Tennessee is agreed to, the bill pending be- os 
3 you is the only one that [ know in the United States | Philadelphia convention cannot receive my ap- || fore the House will go to the Speaker’s table? ; ' 
: Lam which now stands openly and unmistakably || probation. Icannotsupport Mr. Fillmore, orany || The SPEAKER. If the oo goes to the tt 
ria th on this question. Therefore, so far from being || other distinguished Whig, upon that platform. || business on the Speaker’s table, and adjourn before a 
Ling as inconsistent in acting with the Democratic party, || The only solitary plank in the Philadelphia plat- || recurring to the bill reported this morning by the 
it does Icould not be consistent with my records—I could || form of June, 1855, was the twelfth section, that || genteman from New York, that bill will go to the 
All the not be consistent with the history of this ques- || section which denied to Congress the right to | Speaker's table. 
braska tion—I could not be consistent with the facts, as |! interfere withslavery in the Territories—deciaring || Mr. BENNETT. ThenI hope the motion of 
onty— l understand them, of the prinetples and policy the doctrine of non-intervention and of popular || the gentleman from Tennessee will be voted down, 
rritory of the party, did I stand elsewhere, or coéperate || sovereignty in the Territories. But, sir, that || and the bill be placed in a position where it can 
> it bee with any other party. Sir, the very same prin- plank in the platform was stricken out by the || be reached and voted on. hope the gentleman 
on the ciples on which the act of 1850 was basal are || convention recently held, and the sixth resolution || will withdraw his motion. 
ermed, contained in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. But this || of the platform then adopted subsutated in its | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The House have 
e Con- denunciation of squatter sovereignty has been eae And what does that resolution indorse? || ordered the yeas and nays on my motion. It is 
to the specially applied recently to the Democratic party s there any non-intervention in the sixth resolu- || more important that we should take up and 
and all by persons who once belonged to the great Whig tion of the Philadelphia platform? Is there any || considerthe businesson the Speaker’s table, than 
‘ot hold party of the country, in order to give them pre- || denial of the right of Congress to interfere wpon || to pass unconstitutional grants of the public lands 
re Con eminence, or priority, on this question over their || the subject of slavery in the sixth resolution of || to railroad companies. 
? Kar brethren who have seen proper to take their posi- || the Philadelphia platform? Certainly not. What |). Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
organ tion with the great Democratic party of the coun- || does that platform contain? It contains the doc- @eman from New York will withdraw his objec- 
so far try on a common national platform. But, sir, || trine of non-intervention upon the subject of sla- || tion to the personal explanation of the gentleman 
peopl the people in many portions of the country || very between Congress and the States. There is || from Tennessee. 
K anes believe that squattersovereignty, or popular sov- || no anti-slavery man in this House who could not || Mr. BENNETT. I withdraw my objection. 
opular ereignty, or whatever else you choose to denom- | stand upon that platform. The venerable gentle- Mr. SNEED. I thank the gentleman from 
ion for inate it, originated with the present Administra- || man from Ohio, [Mr. Gippine@s,] whose head has || New York for his kindness. I will flot occupy 
rritory tion. Sir, the very same principle of popular || grown gray in the sexvice of anti-slavery, could || more than five minutes. 
rover: sovereignty embraced in the Kansas-Nebraska | stand upon that resolution. The distinguished |! Mr. Speaker, my colleague has told the Mouse 
der of bill was also in the bills for the organization of || gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campse tt,] the chair- | that he bemdily represented a large portion of 
Utah, New Mexico, and Washington. Neither || man of the Committee of Ways and Means, who || my district. Four of the counties of his present 
sist on President Pierce nor the Democratic party was in |}is the embodiment of northern sentiment and || district belt around the one which I have ‘the 
he left, power when the principle of squatter or popular || northern popularity, could stand upon this sixth || honor to represent. Four counties of the district 
agrapl sovereignty was inaugurated in the country. It || resolution. I say it with all due deference to his | of my colleague [Mr. an elt around it on 
» either was inaugurated under the administration of Mr. || character, and talents, and honor, because I re- || the other side. The latter colleague, during the 
way il Fillmore. It was inaugurated under the super- — him personally very highly, and i do not || absence of the former, made a speech in which 
vision, and under the superintendence, of the || objectto him,exceptupon the question of slavery, || he classified the members of this House, and thus 
sustain immortal Clay himself, who brought it into play || politically. He can stand upon that resolution || introduced him and his position to the country. 
‘ennes- m the Government, sustained it with his elo- || aii it does not touch the question of the in- || I did not introdwee him into the debate courte- 
the q@nce, powers, and intellect, and bequeathed it || terference of Congress with slavery in the Terri- || ously or discourteously. His colleague very 
yn; but to the Whig party when he died. I am one of || tories at all. And, if I om be permitted to say || specifically enumerated all of this body who were 
t topics the legatees, profess the principle to-day, and in- | so, you, Mr. Speaker, coul also stand upon that | now Nothings, thus impliedly, if not direety, 
, in the tend to practice it as long as I live, and to vote || sixth resolution of the Philadelphia platform; for || asserting that my colleague was not one of them. 
‘tion as with the party which stands by it, as the Demo- || neither you, nor the distinguished chairman of || He was more specific even than that. The House 
cratic party stands by it to-day, so long as it || the Committee of Ways and Means, nor the ven- || will recollect that he confined himself to the point 
e, and preserves its nationality. erable gentleman from Ohio, are in favor of inter- || whether members were elected a& Know Noth- 
not in- Sir, I was liberal enough, as is known to every || vention by Congress with the subject of slavery || ings or not. Several of those whose hames were 
ce new person who read my letter to my constituents last || in any one of the States of this'Union. There || read rose to an explanation, and they were cat- 
»xplain winter, to place the ‘* South Americans,’’ as they || is no anti-slavery man, there is no Free-Soiler, '| echised particularly upon that point. My eol- 
vhich | are called, upon an equal footing with the Demo- || upon this floor who cannot consistently stand on || leagué’s nate was not on the list. As If have 
ing on crats upon these questions. If I had time, I would |} the sixth resolution of the Philadelphia platform. | gaid, his distriet adjoins the one I represent, and 
sover- read from that address or statement made to my || The abandonment of the twelfth section of the || from his former salation’ to my district he still 
oraska. constituents, showjng indisputably that had I |! platform of June, 1855, took away the last plank || exercises a potent influence there. Americanism 
reignty been a South American I should have been jus- || upon which the South could stand in the Amer- || was, in both districts, the sole issue at the élec- 
re Ter- tified in supporting the gentleman from Illinois, || ican party. | tions for Congress. It was the matter of contest 
orstand (Mr, Ricnarpson,] and the other candidates of } Well, sir, as I stated before, even if these || when we were both elected. Itwasso then, and 
olds it the Democratic party in the organization of this | things were all as they professed to be, 1 would || it will be so at the next presidential election. I 
ress of House. I admitted then that the Democrats and || still actas L have acted, and asI do act, upon this ask if I would not have been unfaithful to myself 
gover: the Americans stood upon the same principle in | subject, because it is the only position which I '! and my constituents if I had remained silent and 
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euffered the remarks of my colleague [Mr. Smirs] 
to pass unnoticed—if I had not stated what was | 
the position of his coll ague? 

I shal] not go into acontroversy of matters per- 
sonal to my colleague, {Mr. Warkins,] of what 
he was and what he was notelected on. Nor will 
{ be drawn in this irregular way intoa discussion 
of the general politics of the country. We shall | 
have plesty of time for that during the coming 
summer, under the shade of the oaks in the beau- | 
tiful forests and valleys of our own loved Tennes- | 
see. As we are not more than twenty miles dis- 
tant each from the other, I doubt not that we shall 
have many an encounter. 

But how are the facts in the case of my col- 
league? I know of no statistics going to show 
the number of Know Nothing votes—as they are 
called—in Jefferson and Sevier counties, except 
those of the vote in the gubernatorial election. 
If there be any other I ask to be pointed to them. 
That election occurred on the same’ day with the 
election for Congress, and was had by means of 
the same ballot-box. Colonel Gentry, whose 
clarion voice still lingers here, at least in the rec- | 
ollection of his associates, was the candidate of 





the American party. A more gallant standard- | 
bearer a gallant American party never had. He 
was universally recognized as the candidate of 
the American party. Colonel Johnson, who will 
also be slightly remembered by those who served 
in this House with him, was the candidate of the | 
Democratic party. The counties of Jefferson | 
and Sevier cast—in round numbers, but accurate 
enouch for this discussion—less than three thou- 
sand votes, of which Colonel Gentry had more | 
than two thousand two hundred majority. My 
colleague received a majority of the votes in these | 
two counties; and he was an American in regular | 


and good standing in the largest of those two con- || 
‘ ' 


tiguous counties. 


{Laughter.] He did not with- | 


draw, as I have authority to state from his own || 


letter, from the American organization until after | 
the election. [Renewed laughter.] These were | 


the data on which I based my statement that my | 
| 


colleague received a majority of the Know Noth- 
ing votes of two of the counties of his district— | 
counties that gave the largest Know Nothing | 
vote—and that he was elected by the American | 
marty. I have nothing to say in respect to other 
a of the discussion, and so far as I am | 
concerned it may terminate here. 

Mr. WATKINS. I beg leave to say a single 
word in reply to my colleague’s remarks.* 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to anything further. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
menced we ought to go through with it. 

The question recurred on Mr. Jones’s motio 
that the House proceed to the consideration of | 
the business on the Speaker’s table, on which the | 
yeas and nays had been ordered. ae 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 33, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Allison, Branch, Burnett, Carlile, 
J.D. Fuller, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kennett, Letcher, | 


Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, McMullin, McQueen, | 
Meacham, Smith Miiler, Millson, Phelps, Purviance, Rich- 


I think as we have com- | 





atdson, Ruffin, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stewart Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—33. 
NAYS—Messers. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barks- 
dale, Henry Bennett, Benson, B 
Bishop, Biiss, Bradshaw, Butlinton, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Ezra Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Co- 
vode, Cragin, Cumback Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Durfee, 
Edie, Eustis, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hoffman, Holloway, 





*I stated in pir remarks, and in my letter of Decem- 
ber, that I was initiated in a public counting-room ; but | 
stated then, and state now, that I never was ina council 
or meeting of the party in my life. I stated in my letter of 
December the reasons why I did not withdraw during the 
canvass. I determined long before the election to do so at 
the earliest moment when I could consistently. I so stated 
to my friends. My colleague is mistaken in the fact that the 
— of Americanism was the issue in my district. The 

ansas question was the issue in my election, as every voter 
in the district well knows. The American question was 
the issue in the Governor’s election, it is true. So far from 
the calculation of my colleague proving that I got a majority 
of Americans in Jefferson and Sevier counties, (the two 
counties mentioned,) it proves directly the reverse, if it 
proves anything in the matter. He states that Gentry’s 
majority in those two cou aties over Johnson was about two 
thousand, which is true ; but mark you, my majority in the 
two counties was only one hundred votes. Now take from 
my vote the Whigz were not in the American party, 
and the Democrats, every one of whom voted for me in 


those two counties, and you leave me according to his data 
without any Know Nothing votes. 


iNinghurst, Bingham, | 





Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty, Morgan, 
Morrill, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Peck, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Robison, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Scott, Seward, Simmons, Sneed, Stranahan, Tappan, Tay- 
lor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Valk, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Welch, Williams, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, and Zollicoffer—97. 


So the House refused to go to the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I move the 
previous question upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will not this bill come up 
as the first thing in order to-morrow, if we now 
adjourn? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 


| in its present condition the bill will not come up 










‘| as the first thing, but will go to the Speaker’s 


table. 

The House was divided upon the call for the 
previous question; and there were—ayes 75, noes 
22; nu quorum voting. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wasn- 
BURNE, Of Illinois, and SanpipGe were appointed. 

Mr. McMULLIN moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL asked for tellers upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. H. Mar- 


| SHALL and Buiss were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
orted—ayes 35, noes 64. 

Mr. EDIE. As there is no quorum voting, I 
move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. BENNETT. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question,and move to recommit the bill; 
and then t move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I rise to a question 
of order. The gentleman on my left moved that 
there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recog- 
nize the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but rec- 
ognized the gentleman from New York, who ex- 
pressed a desire to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Isit in order to move 
that the House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I submit that motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to another question 
oforder. When it is apparent to the Gpecker 
that there is no quorum in the House, itis not 
competent for the Speaker to entertain a motion, 
except it be for a call of the House or to adjourn. 

Mr. SAPP. There can be no doubt but there 
is a quorum present. 

TheSPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
Chair, after a vote has been taken upon a motion 
to adjourn, and no quorum has voted, to refuse 
to entertain a motion to reeommit the bill, or any 
other motion. It must be left to a count of the 
House, upon a vote relating to the business of 
the House, to decide whether there is a quorum 
or not. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly (at three o’clock and thirty minutes) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 7, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXPLORATIONS AND SURVEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, the report of Lieutenant G. K. War- 
ren, of the United States engineer corps, of his 
exploration of the region of country between the 
Missouri and Platte rivers, and the Rocky Mount- 
ains, with the map accompanying the same. 

Mr. WELLER. If that report contains the 
valuable information which I suppose it does, I 
shall desire to move for the printing of an extra 
number of copies. I suppose that I may as well 
now make a motion to printit, and let it go to the 
Committee on Printing. They can then examine 
the document, and report to the Senate whether 
it be expedient to print an additional number of 
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| the document. 
|to the Committee on Printing; and if, on ins 
| tion, they think it a document of public uti 
| number. 


| mittee on Printing. 
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copies. I move that the document be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. SEWARD. What number of copies does 
the Senator propose ? 
Mr. WELLER. I make no motion for an ad. 
ditional number. My motion is simply to pring 
I desire that that motion sha 





go 
pec. 
ee Atty, 
they can recommend the printing of an additiona| 


The motion to print was referred to the Com. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MASON presented the petition of George 
Waitt, praying for an extension of his patent fo; 
an improvement in plows; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of the 
heirs of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased, praying for 
compensation for his services as clerk in the 
office of the Commissioner of Public Buildings. 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memoria] of 
Franklin Beale, praying for remuneration for hig 
inventions and improvements in the machinery 
and processes used at the Mint for refining an) 
coining the precious metals; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of J. R. Powell, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS submitted the following reso. 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to inform the Senate what legislation, if any, is necessary 
to give full force and effect to the act known as the “ swamp 
land law,” and to quiet all conflicts and disputed titles 
arising under the authority of the Federal and State Goy- 
ernments respectively. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 

etition of Robert H. Coggeshall and others, 

eirs of Daniel Hall, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Stephen Tuthill, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 267) to incorporate the Apothecaries’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, reported 
it with an amendment. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 


Mr. FOOT. The committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 8) to amend the act * in addition 
to certain acts granting bounty land to certain 
officers and soldiers who have been engaged in 
the military service of the United States," ap- 
proved March 3, 1855, report, after full and free 
conference, that the Senate should recede from 
its disagreement to the House amendment strik- 
ing out the fifth and sixth sections of the Senate 
amendments to the original bill; and that the 
House amendment to the eighth section be amend- 
ed by inserting, after the word “last,’’ the werd 
‘* preceding,’’ and that in this form the amend- 
ment be agreed to; and also that the House 
recede from its amendment proposed as an addi- 
tional section to the Senate amendments. ; 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to have the bill 
read as it will stand when amended as proposed. 

Mr. FOOT. The amendments proposed by 
the House were, first, to strike out the fifth and 
sixth sections which enumerate certain individ- 
uals attached to the Army of the United States, 
as clerks and other assistants, who should be 
entitled to bounty land. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This report proposes to 
agree to that? 

Mr. FOOT. The committee of conference 
unanimously agree to the amendment of the House 
striking out those sections. The House also pro- 
pened an additional section defining who should 

considered as minors inreference to the act 
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of 1855, as well as former acts. The committee 


yent. . ° 
" Mr. PUGH. I wish to correct the Senator in 


one respect. I disagreed to receding from the 
fifth and sixth sections of the Senate amend- 


ments; but, being satisfied that they will not pass 


the 
striking them out. . 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I thought I un- 
derstood the honorable Senator from Ohio to state 


this morning, in private conversation, that the | 


objects intended to be obtained by the sixth sec- 
tion have been rendered unnecessary and nuga- 
tory by a recent decision at the Department. 

Mr. PUGH. I was so assured by one of the 


members of the committee of conference on the | 


part of the House—that is my only authority. 


House of Representatives, I acquiesce in | 
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propose that the House recede from that amend- | 


| 





Mr. FOOT. The member of the committee of | 


conference alluded-to is a gentleman from the 
State of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator froni 
Vermont insist on the reading of the bill? 

Mr. COLLAMER,. No, sir, not now, as it 
has been explained. 

The report of the committee of conference was 
agreed to. 

: DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr.STUART. The second committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (HH. R. No. 68) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1856, after a very 


full consultation on the subject, have found them- | 
’ 


selves unable to agree. 
Mr. HUNTER, 
state the points on which the committees of the 
two Houses disagree, so that we may know what 
prospect there is of settling the question. 
Mr. STUART. I can state briefly to the Sen- 


ate, in answer to the suggestion of the Senator 


from Virginia, what the basis of disagreement is. | 


In order to do so clearly I will give the general || I fear that they will be still further from agreeing 


result of the action of the committee. 

The conference agreed to recommend that the 
Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the fif- 
teenth, sixteenth, and thirty-fifth amendments 
of the Senate; that the Senate recede from its 


twentieth, twenty-seventh thirty-eighth, forty- | 


fourth, forty-sixth, fiftieth, and fifty-fourth 
amendments; that the House of Representatives 
recede from their disagreement to the twenty- 
second, thirty-fourth, thirty-ninth, forty-second, 
forty-third, forty-ninth, and fifty-third amend- 
ments of the Senate; that the House of Repre- 
sentatives concur in the nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate with an amendment striking out 
the words ‘‘ and drawings”’ in lines two and seven 
respectively. ‘The committee disagree upon the 
twenty-sixth, thirtieth, thirty-first, thirty-second, 
thirty-third, and fifty-second amendments of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. We do not know what they 
are. 

Mr. STUART. Iam just going to state pre- 
cisely what they are. The striking out of the 
words ‘‘ and drawings ’’ in the second and seventh 
lines of the nineteenth amendment, is in respect 


to the provision for the printing of the maps and | 


drawings of the Pacific railroad surveys. This 
is for the purpose of retaining the maps without 
the drawings. 
drawings of animals and birds, and men and 
women, &c., which it was thought not necessary 
to present. That is the extent of that recom- 
mendation. “ 

But, sir, the only essential fact to be noticed in 
this disagreement is, that the disagreement of the 
committees is on all the important amendments, 
so far as amount and the present service of the 
country are concerned. 

The twenty-sixth Senate amendment is the ap- 
propriation of $300,000 for the Washington water- 
works. The thirtieth, thirty-first, thirty-second, 
thirty-third, and fifty-second amendments all re- 
late to the War Department. The thirtieth, thir- 
ty-first, thicty-second, and thirty-third cover ap- 
propriations to the amount of $1,640,000, and 
these are stated by the Department to be necessary 
in consequence of the increased expenses grow- 
ing out of the Indian wars, chiefly in the quar- 


| 


| 


I hope the chairman will | 


| 
| 
ner. 
| 


|| discharging the committee, and appointing a new 


GLOBE. 





ment was to authorize an existing amount of 
| $153,809, appropriated for the service of the Flor- 
| ida war, to be used in Indian wars in any part of | 
| the United States. 
The amendments which were agreed to do not 
| involve any considerable amount of money; they 
/are small. ‘Those which I have mentioned were 
| regarded by the committee on the part of the | 
| Senate as being the essential amendments made | 
by the Senate to the whole bill. They cover 
| nearly the entire amount of money. They relate | 
| to deficiencies in the War Department for the 
| present fiscal year, without which, it is stated by | 
| the Secretary, he cannot proceed with the busi- 
| ness of the Department. The appropriation for | 
the water-works is understood by the Senate gen- 
erally. 
Mr. BROWN. I desire the gentleman to in- | 
form us, if he can, whether another item upon | 
which the committees disagree is that in relation 
to the erection of the Franklin engine-house? | 
| Five thousand dollars was appropriated for that | 
| purpose by the Senate on my motion. 

Mr. STUART. With respect to that propo- | 
sition, the present committee agreed with the 
committee of the House to strike it out. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that. another com- | 
mittee of conference be appointed. I believe that 
there is an instance of a contest on a Navy ap- 
| propriation bill some two or three years since, | 

where an agreement was had after three commit- | 
tees of conference had been appointed. I move | 
| that the Senate insist on its former action, and | 
| ask for another committee of conference. 
Mr. WELLER. If I understood the report 

| of the Senator from Michigan, the disagreement | 
| between the last committee of conference is far | 
greater than that which existed among the mem- | 
bers of the former committee. I cannot see how 
we can expect toget at an agreement in this man- 
The second committee are much further off | 
| from an agreement than the first one; and if we | 
pres to the appointment of another committee, | 


—— : 


| 





| 


than the second committee which has now made 
its report. I hope that, if there be another com- 
mittee appointed, the Chair will appoint the mem- 
bers of the first committee. They are much more 
likely, in my judgment, to agree than any new 
committee that could be selected. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be on || 
| committee of conference. 
| Mr. MALLORY. Before the question is taken 
| I ask for information, whether it has ever been 
| the case, where one committee reports a non-con- 
|| currence, that the subject has been again recom- || 
|| mitted to the same committee of conference? 
Mr. TOOMBS. I believe not. 
Mr. MALLORY. In response to the sugges- | 
|| tion of the Senator from California, lask whether 
| a case has ever occurred Where a committee of 
|| the Senate, reporting a non-concurrence with a | 

committee of the House, has had the subject | 
| recommitted to it ? 





It was said that there were certain || 


| The PRESIDENT. The Chair does not un- | 
| derstand the Senator from California to make a | 
|| motion, that it be recommitted to the same com- | 
|| mittee. 

|| Mr. TOOMBS. I hope that will not be done - 
\| lt is unusual. It would be very improper for us, 
|| I thin, to appoint the same persons. They have 
had an opportunity to get together, as often as 
they pleased, and have found themselves unable 
\|to agree. I think I may say that the probabill- 
| ties of an agreement lessened at every meeting. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
if you appoint the same committee over again, | 
no agreement will take place, if they should have 
fifty meetings. 

Mr. WELLER. My proposition, was not a 
motion, but was a mere suggestion thrown out to 
the President. 
tion of the members of the committee. As the 
committee originally appointed had come much 
| nearer to an agreement than the subsequent one, 
I made the suggestion that, if the old committee 
were again appointed, they might be able to agree. 
It was a mere suggestion. 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to express a dis- 
sent from the opinion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. It seems to me that to recommit this 
bill to the old committee would be discourteous, 











is to come to an agreement. 


I was a member of that committee; and I say that |) 








ence of the Senate; and in the next place to the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remark, 
that the Senator from California has not submitted 
a motion to that effect. 

Mr. SEWARD. But it was a suggestion’ to 
the Chair; and I, also, was making a suggestion 
for the benefit of the Chair. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not know whether the 
better course for the Senate to pursue would not 
be to leave the responsibility to the House to 
let this bill be defeated unless they can concur 
with what we have agreed to. They announce 


| in the beginning that they will not consent to the 


amendments of the Senate. | understand it to 
be the fixed determination of the House, in no 
contingency, to agree to these amendments. Un- 
less, therefore, we are prepared to recede from 
the material amendments which we have added 
to this bill, the appointment of a new committee 
will be entirely useless. The announcement to 
which I have alluded is directly made; and I 
think that dignity on our part requires that we 
should take our stand, and let it be known to 
the country, and to the Representatives of the 
country in the other branch of the National 
Legislature, that we will stand on our right of 
placing amendments when we think them neces- 
sary, on bills of this character. 1 think that is 
the true course. Let the subject lie on the table, 
for the present, at least. 
Mr. OOMBS. 1 hope that the suggestion of 
my friend from Maryland will not be agreed to. 
The House of Representatives do not make the 
point which my friend seems to think they do. 
Mr. PRATT. The committee said they did. 
Mr. TOOMBS. The question is not raised 
(fat the Senate cannot put amendments on such 
a bill. If that point were made, it would leave 
no alternative for the Senate; but the House do 
not make that point. Here is a deficiency bill 
embracing a great variety of subjects, many of 
them appropriate for separate bills. Each of the 
items le, in some measure, by itself, and 
depends on entirely different considerations. 
The House of Representatives do no more than 
assert the same rights which we claim. They 


| say, ** You have passed on these measures, and 


we have passed on them; we, as your equals, 
have the right to reject them, and you have the 
right to pass them.’’ ‘The object of a conference 
In regard to some 
amendments, the House yield; on others they say, 
‘* We do not deny your right to make amend- 
ments, but upon the expediency of this measure 
we do not agree with you; we think it is not right 
that it should be puthere.’’ The appropriations 
for the canna and for Army deficiencies are 
| the chief difficulties with the House of Repre- 
sentatives; but they do not deny the right of the 
Senate to amend these bills; they do not assume 
any authority to themselves which they do not 
grant to the Senate. The Senate is in favor of a 
particular measure—the water-works, for instance 
—and the House are againstit: that is the whole 
of it. ‘The Senate were in favor of appropriating 
$49,000 for printing the maps and drawings of: 
the Pacific railroad surveys; we said that we 
would give up those drawings. I thought this 
was right; and therefore, as one of the organs of 
this body, I yielded, and consented to strike out 
the appropriation for those drawings, 80 as to 
come to a compromise on this point. 

There is seal no disagreement —— — 
points on which both Houses have equal and in- 
| dependent rights of judgment, and therefore there 
should be no such course pursued as that which 
is suggested pi | the Senator from Maryland. [ 
| think all fair efforts ought to be made to secure 
| an agreement, especially on this class of bills. 
| If it were an ordinary bill containing one single 

appropriation for the water-works, for instance, 


He will of course have the selec- || and we sent it to the House of Representatives, 


they would act on it as they pleased, and there 
would be anend of it. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, with a great deal of justice, have com- 
plained of the course which you have pursued on 
these bills. They have complained of it in regard 
to the very measure to which I have just alluded. 
I codéperated, as was my duty, with the will of 
the Senate in supporting, in its present condition, 
the appropriation for the water-works; but the 
House say: ‘t You have never given us a fair 





termaster’sdepartment. The fifty-second amend- || in the first place to the last committee of confer- || opportunity of judgment;” and, sir, you have 
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not done it. Thatis thetruth. Such is the ar- 
gument which they have — _ The House 
rejected, time after time, the appropriation for the 
water-works. Fina!ly, at the close ofa session, 
you placed it upon the civil and diplomatic appro- 


sriation bill,and said to the House that they must \| 


defeat the whole bill, or agree to this appropria- 
tion for the water-works. They tell us now, 
that this great and important measure, as [ deem 
it to be, has been brought before them in such a 
mannér that a fair judgment of the representa- 
tives of the people has not been had. The House 
are right; they are entitled to an opportunity for 
expressing a wnt i eaghicre The same practice 
has been pursued in regard to other questions; 
and they have a right to complain of it. 

I would be willing, Mr. President, to yield any 
point in this billexcept one. I would not we 
the appropriations for the public defense, rendered 
necessary by the wars that have been originated | 
in Washington and Oregon Territories. [tis the | 
daty of Congress to make such provision, and | 
those who are willing to defeat it should take the 
responsibility of doing so. I repeat, there is 
nothing in the bill which I would not be prepared 
to yield in order to facilitate a fair agreement, | 
except the appropriations which it contains for 
the public defense. ‘Those I would never yield, 
and those constituted the difficulty with me, asa 
member of the committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ithinkthatthese differences | 
can be best setiled in a committee of conference. | 
I am not without hope that another committee | 
will be able to settle the question, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I hope we shall 
recede from the amendment to this bill making an 
appropriation for the water-works. We ought to 
adhere to the amendments connected with the @- 
fense of the country if they are necessary; but it 
seems to me to be wrong to press the question in 
regard to the water-works in this bill. ‘The House 
of Representatives has expressed its opinion upon | 
that question; it has committed itself against that | 
project; and | hope that we shall recede from that | 
amendment, adhering, if necessary, to other | 
amendments which are essential for the defense 
of the country, and throwing the responsibility of 
defeating them upon those to whom it belongs. 

[ am told—I do not know that it is true—in 
regard to this plan for the water-works, that the 
right of way be never been secured; that the 
lands for the reservoir have passed into the hands 
of speculators, and are held at enormous prices. 
I am told, also, that the water has not been se- 
cured, and that there is mismanagement some- 





| 





where. This impression prevails in the House || 


of Representatives, ‘The question is one which 
is proper to stand alone, and to receive the sep- 
arate judgment of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives. For this reason, I move, if it bein 
order, to recede from that amendment. 
The PRESIDENT. The first question is on | 
2 another committee. 
ir. PUGH. This committee of conference 
appear to have been unanimous in recommending 
the Senate to recede from certain amendments. 
Why can we not adopt their advice, and thus 
narrow the controversy to as few questions as | 
possible? I understand the Senator from Mich- | 


igan to have said that, on certain propositions, || under the graduation act, and what is necessary to quiet | 


|| tithes of purchasers under said act. 


the committee had agreed, and among those 
were recommendations that the Senate should 
recede from certain amendments. It seems to 
me that we had better bring the issue to as small | 
a compass as possible. If there are any such 
amendments that can be pointed out, | trust the 
Senate will recede from them. If we appoint 
the same committee, or take any such attitude 
towards the House, it involves the loss of the 
whole bill. Now, I presume that there are a 
great many of the appropriations which ought 
to be made, and about which there is no difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT. It is in order to take up 
the amendments separately, and recede or insist 
separately; or the Senate may insist generally, 
and appoint another committee. 

Mr. STUART. = Itseems to me that the Senate 
will best dispose of this question by adopting the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. It will be 
ume enough to recede from water-works 
amendment when it shall have been considered, 
in connection with the others, by another com- 
mittee ef conference; and I can assure gentle- 
men—both those who support the amendment 





: re  D 
- | and those who oppose it—so far as my experience | of the Department. A second circular extend 
enables me to judge, that their ends will be best || the period within which they may come ; 


answered by supporting this motion, and submit- 
ting the whole subject to a new committee of 
conference. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
| motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
The motion was agreed to; so it was 
Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amendments 


| disagreed to by the House, and on their disagreement to the | 


amendments of the House to the amendments of the Senate 
to the deficiency bill, and ask for a further conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 
Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate be appointed by the President pro tempore. 


And Mr. Hunter, Mr. Wetter, and Mr. 
Fis were appointed. 
STATISTICS OF COASTWISE COMMERCE. 


Mr BENJAMIN. I am instructed by the | 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred | 


a joint resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives (J. R. No. 13) for the statistics of the 
coastwise commerce, to be included hereafter in 
the annual reports of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on commerce and navigation, to report it 
back without amendment, with a recommend- 
ation that it pass, and to ask fer its immediate 
consideration. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the resolution, which pro- 
yoses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his annual reports on commerce and navigation, 
hereafter to be made to Congress, to cause to be 
stated the kinds, quantities, and value, of the 
merchandise entered and cleared coastwise into 

'and from the collection districts of the United 

States, and gives him authority to make all rules 
|and orders necessary to carry into effect this 
| object. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish simply to state to 
the Senate that we are now without any statistics 
whatever about coastwise navigation, and this 
resolution provides for the collection and publica- 
tion of these statistics in the same manner as 

| those of foreign commerce. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BARK TROPIC BIRD. 


Mr. MALLORY. [ask the Senate to take up 
| the bill (S. No. 273) to authorize the issue of a 
register to the bark Tropic Bird, which was 
introduced by me, and has been sanctioned by 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
| proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider the bill. No amendment being pro- 
posed, it was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. It was read the third time, and | 


passed. 
TITLES UNDER THE GRADUATION ACT. 
| Mr. BROWN. I submit the following resolu- 
tion, and I ask for its immediate consideration: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 


structed to inquire into and report what legislation is neces- 
| sary to secure the United States against fraudulent entries 


There being no objection the Senate proceeded 

to consider the resolution. 
Mr. BROWN. I wish to submit a few words 
| of explanation before the vote is taken on the res- 
olution. The Department of the Interior, through 
| the General Land Office, has issued two or three 
circulars in reference to entries under the gradu- 
ation act of August, 1854. Their design is a good 
one—to protect the Government against fraudu- 
lent entries under that act. The intention of 
Congress in passing that law was to secure its 
benefits to actual settlers on the public lands. 
Doubtless in some cases speculators have been 
_ engaged in making entries, through third persons, 
for their own benefit, which certainly never was 
_ contemplated by the act; but the Land Office has 
issued circulars the effect of which has been to 
disquiet the titles of all who have entered lands 
under the graduation act. One circular required 
all persons who made such entries to come for- 
| ward within two months and urge their entries 
of fraud, by making certain additional ‘affidavits, 
| not pecooribed by the law, but by the regulations 
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with additional proof totwelve months. The bi 


of this upon the bona fide purchaser has been t, 
| throw a shade over his title. The law has ny 
| forbidden him to sell the land if he has entered, 
in good faith, for his own use and not for py). 
poses of speculation; but if he finds itto be to his 
advantage-to sell, he cannot now do 80 becauygs 
of the shade thrown over his title by the orders 
from the Department. 
I object to these orders for another reason 
| While the law did not lay down any rules whic, 
should establish fraud in the entry of land, thp 
Department has undertaken to lay down a gen. 
eral rule, and to make it apply to all entéies 
whether good, bad, or indifferent. Every man 
who has entered land under that act is required 
by an order of the Department, to come forward 
in twelve months and do certain things, and jy 
| default of doing them he is notified that his entry 
| ‘will be vacated and a patent withheld. Why: 
|| Not because all the entries are supposed to bp 
| fraudulent; not because one tenth part of them 
|| can, by any possibility, be fraudulent; but be. 
| cause the Department has a suspicion—probably 
| a well-grounded suspicion—that some entries are 
|| fraudulent, it applies this rule to all who have ep. 
|| tered under the law. The bona fide purchaser, 
|| who has complied in good faith with the requis. 
|| tions of the law—who has done his whole duty in 
|| good faith, is required to do precisely what the 
} man who enters in bad faith and in fraud of the 
| 
| 











law is called upon to do. 
| Ido not pretend to say what ought to be done; 

but I do declare that bona fide, honest purchasers 

ought not to have their titles thus disquieted by 
'| suspicion being thrown over them. They ought 
not to be disturbed in their peaceful and quiet 
| possession of the ae which they have pur. 
| chased, and for which they have paid all that the 
| Government demanded of them, and this on a 
simple order from one of the Departments of the 
| Government. 
|| I desire that the Committee on Public Lands 
shall inquire what legislation is necessary to se- 
cure the Government against fraud. If it be found 
that the principles embodied in these orders are 
necessary, let us enact them into law; let Con- 
gress pass a law embodying these orders in the 
form of a congressional enactment, and rescue 
parties who hold good titles from the disturbance 
imposed upon them by mere orders from the land 
| department. At the same time, if anything can 
| be done to relieve bona fide, honest purchasers 
and settlers from the suspicion thrown over their 
|| title by the orders from the Department, I wish 
it to be done and done promptly. My constitu- 
| ents are writing to me constantly of the effects 
| which these orders are producing on their titles. 
They feel insecure. They are put to the trouble 
sometimes of going considerable distances to 
make new affidavits at additional cost to secure 
their title after they have done everything which 
the law requires—after they have paid their 
money and received their certificate. 

So far as I am concerned, [ do not believe that 
these orders amount to anything. I have no idea 
that the General Land Office or the Interior De- 

pa has the right to lay down a general rule 
| by which it will determine fraud and vacate titles 
| which are acquired under an act of Congress by 
purchase. What right has the Land Office to say 
to me, after I have complied with the law, paid 
my money, and received my certificate, that if I 
do not come forward and do something else which 
is not required by the law, butis simply prescribed 
by the Land Office, they will vacate my title? 

he proposition, I feel assured, cannot be main- 
tained legally; but the consequence of this state 
of things is to cause a great deal of disturbance 
to settlers who are actual, bona fide purchasers. 
It is for the purpose of putting an end to those 
disturbances that I ask this inquiry. 

Mr. STUART. I regret very much that the 
Senator from Mississippi was not willing to allow 
his resolution to go to the committee without 
comment. I think it would have been much bet- 
ter; but he has seen fit to censure—it seems to me 
without any cause—the Department which has 
issued these circulars. 

Sir, I would not speak very confidently on any 
subject which I had not investigated with great 
care; but I have besiowed on this subject consid- 
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erable attention; I have watched the legislation | 
fom time to time asit rogressed; and I am com- | 
nelled to say that I think the Secretary of the 
jnterior does possess, under existing laws, the 
‘ower to make such regulations as, in his judg- 
ment, are proper to carry out the intention of 
Congress in passing the graduation act. That is 
, power conferred on him by law. 

~ Mr, BROWN. I have not doubted that. 

Mr. STUART. ‘The Senator says now that 
he does not dispute it. Why, sir, he said most | 
distinctly that, in his opinion, the regulations | 
amounted to nothing. If they are made in pur- 
suance of the law, they amount.to just as much 
as the law does, because they are a part of the 
law. When Congress passes a law, and authorizes 
a Department to make regulations to carry it out, 
those regulations become a part of the law, and 
they must be complied with. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the Senator allow me to | 
make a suggestion ? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. AsI understand my colleague, 
the facts of this case are, that the Secretary of | 
the Interior first adopted regulations in conformity | 
with what he understood to be the law. These | 
parties complied with the regulations of the De- || 
partment, entered their land, and paid their money. 
Subsequently, the Secretary imposed new rules | 
and regulations, after the contract had been con- || 
summated and completed, when the money had 
been paid and the certificate of entry issued. Has 
he the right, after the party has paid his money 
and received his certificate, to change the regula- 
tions under which rights have accrued to suit 
himself? 

Mr. STUART. There is an entire misconcep- 
tion on that subject. In the first place, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office sent out a | 
simple form of affidavit. 
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| whatever for complaining of the action of the 
| Secretary of the Interior under the law as it now 


|| understood as unnecessaril 


|| Department finds out that the time allowed is too | 


The law provided that || 


an affidavit should be made, and a form for it was || 


sent out by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the various land offices through- | 
out the country. The act itself was very general | 
in its terms. A man came forward and swore 
that he bought a tract of land for his own use for 
cultivation. When questioned as to his intention, 
he said: **I do not know whether I will cultivate 
it this year or thirty years hence; or if I do not | 
cultivate it myself, it will be done by somebody | 
to whom I may sell the land, and that will amount 
to the same thing.’’ That was an utter perver- 
sion of the law of Congress. 

The first circular which was issued as to prov- | 
ing the occupancy came from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and, I may say, did 
not meet the views of the Secretary of the Interior. | 
The time fixed—two months—was in his opinion | 
too short; therefore he reviewed the subject, and 
allowed a year, which is the same time given to 
an entry under the preémption law. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. re] 
says that after a man has bought the land, pai 
his money, and received his title, the Secretary | 
comes forward and undertakes to throw a cloud | 
over it. That is a great mistake. He has not 
any title at all. He has simply a certificate or | 
receipt from the receiver of the land office that | 
he has paid a certain amount of money into the | 
office for a particular tract of land. The circular | 
states, that the object of Congress was to confine 
these entries to bona fide set‘lers upon the land, 
and that it is necessary to show that a man- 
within a reasonable time, has gone on the land | 
and made the requisite occupancy and settlement. 
What is a reasonable time? In the Secretary’s 


last circular he decided that a ro was a reason- | 
s otherwise, and | 


able time. If Congress thin 
thinks that it should be extended to two, or three, 
or five years, or any other time, it is perfectly 
competent to say so. 

I wish it to be understood that 1 am not indi- 


| 
| 
i 
| 


for Congress to decide; and, when so decided, 
nobody will have a right to complain. 
consider this subject, so far as I am concerned as 
a member of the committee, with all the care and 


endeavor to give it an impartial consideration. I 


| lay down a general rule by which the Depart- 


| isted in all cases. Phat rule is, that unless a man 
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A resolution relating to the appropriation for 
the improvement of the harbor of Sheboygan, 
Wisconsin; 
| An act to surrender to the State of [linois the 
| Cumberland road in said State; 

A resolution for enlarging the custom-house, 

| post office, and court-house at Cleveland, Ohio; 
| <A resolution for the relief of the Southwestern 
and Muscogee Railroad Companies; and 
tno An act making an appropriation for deepening 
exists. 1 must say further, that I think his cir- || the channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State 
_ is one which he had a right to issue. I will || of Michigan. 
not limit the remark to the expression that it is || aes a 
one which he had a right to maid, but he was || aay AL RETIRING BOARD, 
bound to make it under the existing laws of Con- |! On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate re- 

ress. sumed the consideration of Mr. lverson’s reso- 

Mr. BROWN. lutions, submitted on the 29th of February, for 

the appointment of a select committee to investi- 
criticising the course which the Secretary thought te the action of the late naval retiring board. 
it his duty to pursue. He doubtless has done || Mr. BAYARD concluded the speech which he 
what he thought was right. I differ from him, || commenced on Monday last. It will be published 
I think that the action of the Department shows || in the Appendix. 
that the Department itself is not very harmonious Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, if no other 
on the subject. First, a circular was issued, re- || member of the body desires to address the Senate 
quiring these additional affidavits to be made || on this subject, I shall move its postponement 
within two months. When that has had the || until Monday, at one o’clock, and that it be made 
effect of disturbing the title of the purchaser, the || the special order for that day; when, if the Senate 
; will indulge me, I propose to submit my views 
upon the question. I would name an earlier day, 
but for the fact that some of the speeches which 
have been made on the subject, and to which I 
shall be expected to respond, have not yet been 
published. I have not been able to examine the 
speeches of the Senator from North Carolina, 
| Mr. Biees,] the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Avams,|the Senatorfrom Texas, [Mr. Housron,]} 
who occupied the floor for two days, and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, ([Mr.'Toomss.| I should also 
desire to examine the remarks of my friend from 
| Delaware, |Mr. Bayarp,]| before | am called upon 
to respond. For this reason, 1 do not ask for an 
| earlier day than next Monday. 
| Mr. CASS. Monday has been already assigned 
for another subject. 

Several Senarors.. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, sir, I will, as that 
seems to be the sense of the body, move to post- 
pone this subject until Tuesday next, at one 
o’clock, if no other Senator desires to be heard 
on it in the mean time. 

Mr. HALE. I take some interest in this mat- 


I shall 


attention which I can bestow on it; and I shall 


have no preconceived views upon the subject; but 
I really must say that I think there is no ground 





I certainly did not mean to be 
or even severely 


short, and extends it to twelve months. That, I | 
think, is too short; I consider any time whatever | 
too short. 

My friend from Michigan seems to think that 
it is the patent which gives a man a title to his 
land. I differ from him on that point. It is the | 
act of purchasing and paying the money under 
the law, and in accordance with the requirements 
of the law, that gives him his title. The patent 
is but the evidence of a title already acquired and 
possessed. I have no idea that, when A or B has 
purchased a tract in accordance with the law, 
the Department has a right to lay down rules 
subsequently which will vacate that purchase, 
unless it be first established that the purchase 
was made by fraud. I grant you that fraud will 
vitiate the purchase and will overturn the title. || 
What I object to, however, is laying down a 
general rule by which fraud is to be presumed 
and adjudged against all parties, whether they 
are honest or dishonest. If my friend had gone 
forward and made a bona fide purchase, comply- 
ing with all the regulations which had been made || 
previous to the time of his entry, I hold that he || ter, and a number of memorials were intrusted to 
would get a good title against the Government, || me with the expectation that I should say some- 
and against the world. If his neighbor went for- || thing in regard to this question. But, sir, the 
ward and made an entry in fraud of the law, he || honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomns] 
would have a defective titlke—or rather no title at || said what I intended to say so much better than 
all, But you must first establish the existence || I could hope to doit, that I feel relieved from that 
of the fraud before you can overturn his title. || necessity. Still there area few documents which 
What I object to in these circulars is, that they || I desire to look at, and I may wish to submit a 
few remarks; but 1 shall not oceupy more than 
thirty minutes, and it is possible that I shall not 
desire to be heard even to that small extent. [I 
give this notice, however, so that I may not dis- 
| appoint the honorable Senator from Florida. 








ment arrives at the conclusion that fraud has ex- 


comes forward and complies with certain require- 
ments within twelve months, the Department will 
adjudge the entry to have been fraudulent, will fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
set it aside, and refuse a patent. That, I say, || the chair.) The question is om the motion to 
they have no right todo. If the committee and || postpone the further consideration of this subjeet 
Congress shall judge that to be ee in the || until Tuesday next, and make it the special order 
premises, let us enact it ntoalaw. I object to || for that day at one o’clock. 

the Department making laws. Ido not mean Mr. CRITTENDEN. I very seldom make 
certainly to charge that the Secretary intended to || any appointments to = and | do not wish to 
do it, but 1 mean to say that such is my judg- || conelbae myself bound by any engagement, but 
ment of the transaction, and that the action of || I desire to state that I had intended—perticularly 
the Department has had the effect of disturbing || because of the great misapprehension of my mean- 
the quiet of hundreds, and I may say thousands, || ing on a former occasion, by the honorable gen- 
of my constituents, who have purchased land || tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Biees}—to 
under this law, honestly and in good faith; but || make some remarks on this subject before the 
they will not be able to comply with these rules, || vote shall be taken. Indeed, 1 had hoped that I 
or, at any rate, compliance with them will be at- || should have the oppogtunity of hearing the hon- 
tended with a great deal of trouble. That is the || orable chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 












cating what will be my views as a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands on the resolution 
presented by the Senator from Mississippi. I 
should not have said a word, but that I thought 
he was unnecessarily criticising the action of the 
Department. I think the action of the Depart- 
ment upon the laws, as they stand, has been lib- 
eral and wise. If Congress sees fit to change the 
laws, and give these entries to the individuals 
who have made them, without reference to the 
original object of the act of 1854, it can do so. 


That is a question which it is entirely eompetent |! of delivery; 





} 


| 


reason why I desire to have this inquiry made. fairs at large, before those who differ from him 
The resolution was agreed to. were called upon to reply. They have made their 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. report, and I desire to hear what they have to add 


to it. I have no objection to the postponement 

A message from the House of Representatives, || until Tuesday; but f had hoped, as I may wish 
by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, announced that the || to say something further on the subject, that be- 
Speaker of the House of Representatives had || fore this time all amendments proposed to be 
—_ sundry enrolled bills and joint resolutions, 
w 


; : offered would be before the Senate im order that 
ich he was directed to bring to the Senate for |} my remarks might be addressed to them. 
the signature of their President. 


r. TOOMBS. I ask permission of ‘the Sen- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed them; as || ate at the present time to submit informally a bill 
follows: 


which I gave notice I should move as a substitute 
An act creating Columbus, in Kentucky, a port | for that of the committee, and I desire to have it 


printed. 
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consent the substitute will be received informally | 
and be ordered to be printed. The Chair hears | 
no objection. The | prema recurs on the motion 
t.. postpone the further consideration of the reso- 
Jutions before the Senate until Tuesday next. 

Mr. MALLORY. In order to expedite busi- 
ness, I will suggest to the Senate that I see no 
objection whatever to taking the vote at an earlier | 
day than Monday on the resolution which comes 
first in order, the resolution of the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Iverson. ] 

Mr. TOOMBS. My colleague who presented 





|| but those charged with adverse propositions are | 
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ee 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous and now we have arrived at a point when those everything else. I desire simply to Sugeest to 








who have charge of it are not ready to énd it. 
Mr. TOOMBS. The committee may not be, 


ready to end it ae or 
Mr. MALLORY. [hope that my friend from | 


Michigan will not say that the postponement is 


the Senate insist. 1 stated that I had not yet had 
an opportunity of reading the speeches of Sena- 
| tors on the other side of the question; but if it is 
the desire of the body to close the debate I will 





that resolution has left the city, and before he left 
he authorized me to withdraw it and present my 
own proposition as a substitute for it. He sug- 
gested this course in order to prevent delay, as 
he desires to have the whole subject disposed of 
atanearly day. In accordance with his request 
I shall atthe proper time withdraw his resolution, 
89 that the question will come up on the bill of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the amend- 
ment to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
pending is on the resolution of the absent Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That has been made the special 
order merely for the purpose of tying debate to 
it. Inasmuch, however, as action upon it has 
been postponed for so long a time, and my col- 
league is very desirous to have the whole ques- 


tion disposed of, he has authorized me to with- || 


draw the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that a motion to lay the resolution | 
on the table will dispose of it if the Senate is 
desirous of getting it out of the way of the bills 
upon the same subject. 

Mr.'TOOMBS. There is no necessity for that. 
1 will withdraw my colleague’s resolution before 
any vote be taken, as I am authorized to do it. 
J have presented a substitute for the bill of the 
committee, which my colleague is willing to ac- 
cept in lieu of his own proposition. I shall with- 
draw his resolution whenever it suits the con- 





venience of the Senate; but it is not necessary to || 


do so now, as itis not proposed to have action 
on that resolution at the present time. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky has expressed a desire to hear from the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs on 
this subject before he replies. 
anxious to hear the Senator from Kentucky be- 
fore i speak. I thought it was conceded by the 
Senate that, having reporf#d the bill from the 
Naval Committee, T should have the closing ar- | 
gument on the subject. If that is not the under- | 
standing, however, I shall comply with the views 
of the Senate in any matter of form or of sub- 
stance. Of course Senators can reply to me at | 
any ume. 
any Senator from replying. 
ened to one speech, of not two speeches, of the 
Senator from Kaneuckcy with great interest, and I 
propose addressing a portion of my remarks to 
what he said on those occasions. iG he designs 


I have already list- 


‘| and harbor bills. 


Sir, 1 am very || 


I know of no rule which preciudes || 


goon now. I donot wish the Senate to suppose 
for a moment that I ask, or that the committee 
ask, for delay; on the contrary, the committee are 
| seeking and desire a termination of the argument. 


| Mr. STUART. 


proposed because I am not ready at all times, and || — . rfec 
at allhours. I am ready to go on to-morrow if || it up now, and dispose of it, if that be the pleas. 
|| ure of the Senate; but I believe the usual hour of 


That is not whatI said. I | 
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the Senator from Virginia, that that is not pro. 
cisely what we ought to do. I am willing 
| concede as much asI can. Lam willing to Pro. 
ceed to the consideration of the Senator’s reso. 
lution now, and to sit here any length of time 
to-night that may be necessary to dispose of j, 

Mr. MASON. Iam ertuelhy willing to take 


| adjournment has arrived. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The questio, 
| is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia io 
|| take up the resolution to which he has alluded, 

| The question being put, on a division, nine 
|| Senators rose in the affirmative. 

| Mr. MASON. LIcall for the yeas and nays 
and I desire the Senate and the country to know 





| stated that the Senator was not ready, and I 
think he has a good reason for not being ready. 


| been made against his views. He is not ready, 
| and therefore he asks for a postponement until 
| Tuesday. 

What will be the effect of this? 
up to-morrow the river and harbor bills, but we 
cannot finish them then. Friday is private bill 
| day, and we can do nothing with them on that 
day. Monday is assigned to the Kansas ques- 
| tion, and then again on Tuesday we are to take 


postpone the subject for a week from to-day— 
only a day longer than he proposes—it would 
give us two days in which to dispose of the river 
I cannot see why we may not 
| with propriety do that. I think the Senator 
from Florida has good reason for desiring a post- 


|| ponement of the subject for the purposes of his 
|, own remarks; but I suggest to him that it would 


_ be better to extend the postponement for one day 
longer, and then the subject with which I am 
charged will probably be out of the ver I do 
not wish to be contesting the ground day after 
| day, with gentlemen on other committees, but 
some little desire to convenience each one might, 
I think, enable us to get on without any even 
| apparent collision. I trust the Senator will accept 
| my pupemnen to make the postponement until 
'next Wednesday. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator can make the 
motion, and the sense of the Senate can be tested 
| on the point. 

Mr. STUART. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until Wed- 
| nesday next, and be made the special order for 


| one o'clock on that day. 


The motion was agreed to. 
DANISH SOUND DUES. 


Mr. MASON. Iask the Senate now to take 
up the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, in regard to the sufficiency 
of the notice which has been given to terminate 
the treaty with Denmark, in order that it may be 
made the special order for to-morrow, at half 





to address the Senate again I desire to hear him 
before | speak. If he wishes otherwise, I will 
address the Senate on Tuesday, and the honor- 
able gentleman from Kentucky, and others, can 
reply, and then, of course, I shall have an oppor- | 
tunity of submitting further remarks after they | 
shall have been heard, if I find it to be necessary || 
to do so. 1} 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, I certainly am disposed || 
to concede to the honorable chairman of the com- |) 
mittee the privilege of closing this debate. I |) 
understand that, according to the usages of the |, 
Senate, he has a right to conclude the debate on || 
the proposition which he has presented; that is | 
the principle upon which preference is assigned | 
him. If it falls within his wishes as to the course | 
of the debate, I may submit a very few remarks || 
on the subject, but I do not like to take upon my || 
conscience an engagement to speak. I may feel || 
it to be my duty to submit a few remarks, but I |, 
shail not promise to do so. The gentleman can | 
take his own coirse. 
Mr. STUART. I hope that the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs will name a later | 
day than Tuesday, if this subject is to be post- | 
poned atall. [‘* No; no.’’] Well, sir, let us see 
whether this course is right. We have laid aside 
all other business for the purpose of ending this, | 





past twelve o’clock. 
Mr. STUART. I cannot consent to that. 
Mr. MASON. I do not ask the consent of 
the Senator. I should be very happy to have it, 
and if he cannot give it I regret it; but I ask for 
the sense of the Senate. 


Mr. STUART. I suppose that if I am brought | 
| to it lcan do what some gentlemen do with m 


eaeseee out the motion to-day; but 
nave no wish to do that. It is well known to 
everybody that we adjourned yesterday with a 
uestion pending on one of the harbor bills. 
‘hat was the unfinished business of yesterday, 
and therefore had priority to-day; but we gave 
way without complaining, without saying a sin- 
le word, because we knew it was the understand- 
ing of the Senate that the naval discussion should 
proceed to-day, and that the Senator from Dela- 
ware should be heard upon it. Now, I think it 
has been equally understood, that when this na- 
val question was out of the way the next busi- 


| ness entitled to be considered was the harbor and 


| river bills. Now, if the resolution of the Sena- 


| tor from Virginia be postponed, and made the 


| Special order for half past twelve o’clock to-mor- 
row, it will consume the day. It will have half 
an hour’s precedence, and having that precedence, 
and being under consideration, it will override 


It is necessary that he should have an opportu- | 
nity of examining the arguments which have | 


We can take | 


up this subject. If the Senator would agree to | 


| what the question is. It is a resolution from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, giving the judy. 
ment of that committee on a matter pending 
between this Government and a foreign Govery. 
| ment as to the termination of a treaty—a step jp 
|| the foreign intercourse of the Government which 
| was taken twelve months ago, and as to which 
steps some doubts have been thrown by a regy. 
|| lution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
|, (Mr. Sumner.]_ It was referred to the Committee 
‘| on Foreign Relations, and they have reported 
| uponit. The Psa involved are now pending 
|| between this Government and the Government 
of Denmark; and it is not at all improbable that, 
unless the judgment of the Senate is taken upon 
|| the former action of this body, it may embarrass 
|| the relations of the two countries. 

| "These are the facts. Now, I ask the Senate 
' to take up that resolution. It was under consid- 
| eration at a former day, when it was discussed 
| to some extent, and it was then passed by because 
‘| some other order took precedence of it. Under- 
| standing that to-morrow is a sort of a leisure 
| day in the Senate—that is to say, that no special 
business has been arranged for it—I desire to 
| have this resolution assigned for to-morrow, when 
| we may dispose of the subject. On the question 
| of taking it up, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| Mr. STUART. Mr. President, it is exceed- 
‘ingly difficult for me at all times to proceed as | 
would desire to do in the Senate. This isa place 
where the practice of comity and courtesy pre- 
vails, and ought to prevail to a great extent; but 
yet it seems that occasions are seized to put me 
in a false position before the Senate. Again and 
ain I have yielded and said nothing. Now, 
sir, I am called upon this day, and on this occa- 
sion, to set myself right. | am going to vote 
| against this proposition, and I propose to tell why: 
| for the same reason that the Senator from Vir- 
'ginia has made his statement, that the country 
‘shall know, as he says, what is this question. 
| Sir, if it is important for the country to know how 
| the Senator from Virginia acts, it is important for 
'the country to know how Lact. This question 
|is undoubtedly an important one 
"Mr. FITZPATRICK. Will the gentleman 
| give way for a moment? 

| Mr.STUART. I would rather make my state- 
|| ment. 

|| Mr. FITZPATRICK. My object in asking 
| the gentleman to give way is to make a motion 
to adjourn. Iam satisfied that there is no quo- 
| rum present, and we can accomplish nothing prac- 
| tical by remaining here longer. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan yield the floor for the inter- 
| position of a motion to adjourn? 

| Mr. STUART. I generally do almost any- 
| thing that any Senator asks me to do. I proposed 
| to place myself right before the country; but | 
, do not know that the country will suffer if I give 
‘way for a motion to adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
| adjourned. 


} 
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| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 7, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
_by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waxpo. 
_ TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
| IOWA RAILROAD BILL. 


Prayer 


The SPEAKER announced the business in 
order to be House bill No. 56, reported from the 
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Committee on Public Lands, making a grant of Mr. MARSHALL. Can the gentleman show | will allow me, I will call his attentior 


nds to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, 
., aid in the construction of railroads in said 
the pending motion being to recommit it. 


PRINTING. 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- 
ae, to whom was referred a resolution of the 
House to print one thousand extra copies of the 
-pport of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Ofice, for the use of that office, reported the fol- 
jowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of the 


report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office be 
orinted for the use of that office. 
P 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SNEED, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the Court of Claims of the papers in the case of Whitemarsh 
J. Seabrook, Joseph Whaley, and others. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. PRINGLE. | desire, Mr. Speaker, to 


make a privileged ph from the committee of 
conference appointed on the part of the House, 
on the disagreeing votes between the two Houses 
- ~. . r * , - 
onthe deficiency bill. ‘The committee of confer- 
ence had a meeting. They conferred freely and 
fully on the subject-matters of disagreement, and 
have failed to agree. ‘The managers on the part 
of the House have, therefore, directed me to pre- 
sent the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives adhere to 
the several amendments and disagreements of said House 
of Representatives to the Senate amendments to House bill 
No. 68, entitled “* An act to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1856 ;?? and that the managers on the part of the 
House be discharged from further action on the cominittee 
of conference on said disagreements. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. [ am opposed, Mr. 
Speaker, to the adoption of this resolution. I sup- 
pose that every gentleman in the House realizes 
the technicality of the language employed in the 
resolution reported by the committee. The use 
of the word *‘ adhere’? announces the determina- 
tion of the House of Representatives that the bill 
shall pass in the manner in which the House has 


stale; 


adopted it, or that the bill shall fail altogether. | 


The committees of conference, if they cannot 
agree, may be changed. I suppose that there is 
not an attempt, on the part of the presiding offi- 
cer of either House, to select gentlemen who have 
fixed and unalterable determinations as to the 
course this legislation must take; and I should 
think that we had better continue to confer, so 
long as the Senate chooses to confer, rather than 
to announce the determination to adhere, and 
thereby to put an end to the bill, which has been 
provided with a great deal of care to meet the 
deficiencies for which the public faith is pledged. 
I hope the House will not adopt the proposition 
of the committee of conference. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. I want to 
know from him what other course there is open 
to the House, except to adhere or to recede? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I can answer the gentle- 
man’s question ina moment. The other course 
is to confer. He says we must either recede or 
adhere. Evidently the medium course between 
receding and adhering is to continue to negotiate, 
just as the Government is doing in another great 
case, 

Mr. STANTON. The managers on the part 
of the House understood the parliamentary law 
on the subject of disagreement between the two 
Houses to be this: In the first place, where there 
is a disagreement between the two Houses, a 
committee of conference is appointed. If that 
committee cannot agree, they so report; and if 
the House choose, it may appoint a second com- 
mittee of conference. If that second committee 
of conference fail to agree, then my understand- 
ing of the parliamentary law is, that it is not in 
order—not parliamentary —to appoint another 
committee of dinfenence; but the conference must 
there end, and then the House can agree or dis- 
agree. If the gentleman from Kentucky knows 
of any instance having occurred where there were 
more than two consecutive committees of con- 
ference appointed on the same bill, I should like 
to know when and where it was. I can find no 
warrant for it in parliamentary law; and I sup- 
posed that we must abide by the rules. 


it 


| 


any warrant in parliamentary law for the prop- 
osition which he asserts? 


Mr.STANTON. Certainly, without the slight- 
est difficulty in the world. The rule laid down 


| in the Manual is, that:after two committees of 


conference have been appointed to confer be- 
tween the two Houses, and cannot agree, the 
conference is at an end. There is no difficulty 
abqut it. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
know, Mr. Speaker, if this question is debatable 


| —and if so, to what extent? 


TheSPEAKER. Itopens the question whether 
or not the House shall agree to the report of the 


| committee of conference. 


Mr. STANTON. If there be any other course 


| open to the House, and if it be in order to adopt 


a different course, then I have a word to say in 


| reply to the gentleman from Kentucky. 


| 








b~ TI 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to occupy the 
floor for a minute or two on this question. I am 


| anxious to make a suggestion to the House before 


this question be disposed of—as I understand, 


| from the remark of the gentleman from Illinois, 
| (Mr. Wasusurne,] that there may be a disposi- 


tion to stop this debate after the gentleman from 
Ohio concludes his remarks. If there be any 
such intention, I would ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield me the floor but for a moment? 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman wants an 
explanation or information, | am ready to yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. COBB. I do not propose to discuss this 
question; but my objectis to suggest to the House 


| that it would be very strange, indeed, if this House 
| shouldadhere, and thereby almost, if not entirely, 


preclude the possibility of the passage of this bill 
unless the Senate recedes from all its amend- 
ments. It would be strange, indeed, if the House 
should take such a course without having heard 
from this committee of conference what is the 
difference between the two Houses. We do not 
know—this House is not informed—whether or 
not the House committee insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to any one amendment, or whether 
the Senate committee were willing to recede from 
a portion and the House from a portion—whether 
it was one or the other committee that insisted 
so strenuously upon their position that there was 
no prospectof anagreement. If we have reached 
the point where this bill is to be lost, and the 
responsibility of its loss is to be placed upon one 


| or the other House, I desire an express declara- 
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» and that 
The 
ordinary parliamentary course is to have two free 
Those we have had: thus far we 
have manifestly proceeded in order, and having 
had two free conferences I see no reason why 
we should not have athird. None at all. The 
language of the rule is, that in the ordinary par- 
liamentary course there are two free conferences 
before adhering. 

Mr. STANTON, Butit would be to take this 
bill out of the ordinary course of proceedings to 
appoint a third conference. I supposed the usual 
parliamentary course was to have two free con- 


| ferences, and then for the House to take its 


| 


position 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I will call his attention, and that of the 
House, to the fact that he is merely playing upon 


| terms. ‘The rule of the Manual is that you may 


insist as long as you choose. The regular course 
of progression is this, as the gentleman will find 
on page 122 of the Manual: 

“The Commons disagree to an amendment; the Lords 
insist on it; the Commons insist on their disagreement ; the 
Lords adhere to their amendment; the Commons adhere to 
their disagreement.”’ 

Here, it is evident, the subject is closed. But 
when the parties arrive at the point where each 


| House insists upon the position it has taken, a 
| conference is suggested, and committees are ap- 


vointed by each to conduct the conference. The 


| Manual proceds to declare: 


“ The term of insisting may be repeated as often as they 
choose to keep the question open.”’ 

Ordinarily, there are two free conferences be- 
fore either House advances to the proposition to 
adhere to its position—any other course might 
be deemed discourteous; but, non constat, that 


after two conferences you must recede or adhere, 


| I thought the usual course for the 


If we adhere, we cannot afterwards recede or 
admit of amendment to the part adhered to. 
That term is technical, and indicates the fact that 
we have reached a fixed position, presenting our 
ultimatum in terms. I am opposed to that, and 
prefer to continue to negotiate. 
Mr. STANTON. So far as that is concerned 
I understand these proceedings to take place be- 
fore a committee of conference is appointed; but 
Siem was to 


| insist, not to adhere. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 


No, sir; always to ad- 


| here. 
i} 


tion upon the part of the House on each separate | 


amendment. 
solemn vote, upon which of the amendments it is 
determined to lose the bill. I am not willing to 
be placed in the position of adhering toevery dis- 
agreeing vote of the two Houses, and of losing 
the bill unless the Senate should choose to recede 
from all of them. 

I want to know, and I want the House to be 
informed, whether there is not some mode by 
which the two Houses may agree? I want to 
know if this House intends to place itself in the 
position that it will defeat the deficiency bill, and 
stop the wheels of Government, rather than allow 


'these supplies to be voted which have been dis- 


agreed to by the House? If that is the position 
to be assumed by the House, I desire an oppor- 


amendment to which the House has disagreed. 


I desire this House to say by its | 


Then, sir, if 1 am of the opinion that the bill | 


should be defeated rather than to allow these 


| supplies to be voted, I will so record my vote; 


and I want every member of the House to place 
his vote upon the record, so that we may be in- 


formed upon what it is that the bill is to be de- | 


feated. 


I want, before the vote is taken upon the motion | 


of the gentleman from Ohio, that the vote may 


| 


be taken upon these amendments separately. My | 


own opinion is that the House ough: to recede 


ments, and especially rather than to defeat this 
bill. 

Mr. STANTON. I have not, myself, sup- 
posed that it was competent, upon agreeing to the 





Mr. STANTON. The course stated by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is in reference to the 
proceedings before a committee of conference is 
appointed, and not after; but after two consmit- 
tees have been appointed, and they have failed 


| to agree, I think the proper course to be taken is 


for the House to insist upon its position, what- 


| oe 
| ever it 1s. 


Now, one word in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss.] That gentleman suggests 
that a separate vote should be taken upon reced- 
ing from our disagreement to each amendment 
upon which the two Houses have disagreed. 
Now, sir, the committee of conference were of 
opinion that we had reached a point where it 
would not be proper, under the rules, to take 
separate votes upon receding. 1 understand that 


| the report of the committee must be accepted or 
| . . | : 
| tunity of recording my vote upon each and every | 


rejected asa whole. There can be no division 
of it. Suppose the committee had reported that 
the Llouse should recede from its disagreement 
to the Army amendment, and that they should 
insist upon their disagreement with regard to the 
water-works, you could not take separate votes 
upon each of the two propositions; you must 
adopt or reject the report of the committee as a 
whole. 

One word further in reply to the gentleman 
from Georgia, who, as I understood him, desired 
a statementas to what items of appropriation the 


|| committee of conference could not agree upon. 
from its disagreement to some of these amend- | 


} 
| 


report of the committee of conference, to take 


separate votes upon each of the items. I sup- 


posed the vote must be taken upon the report as | 


a whole. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 


| 


| 








Now, sir, if it is proper to state what occurred 
in committee—and I see no reason why it is not 
—I will state in general terms that the committee 
of conference found themselves unable to agree 
upon the Army amendments and upon the appro- 
priation for the water-works, They disagreed 
upon these two amendments. A majority of the 

ouse committee insisted upon the disaggeement 
of the House to the Army appropriation and the 
whole of the committee insisted in digagreeing to 
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the appropriation for the water-works. The items 
upon whic 
$2,000,000. 
Mr. PHELPS. No, sir; not that amount. 
Mr. STANTON. The Army appropriation 
was for $1,800,000, and the water-works $300,000. 
Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will correct him. There is not an appro- 
priation of $1,800,000 for the Army in respect to 
which the two Houses have disagreed. The 
House concurred in one item of $400,000. 








——<——$—<——— 


h the disagreement occurred involved | 





} 








four and five millions of dollars. There has 
not been so large a bill passed since that time. 


|| The one now the matter of debate appropriates 


about $2,000,000. Each succeeding Congress 
has gone on increasing the amounts of deficiency 
bills. 

Mr. Speaker, my point is, that itis the duty of 
this House, as the custodian of the public purse, 
when the Executive comes here to ask for appro- 


| priations to supply deficiencies, to see whether 


Mr. STANTON. The gentleman states cor- || 
rectly; I stated the whole appropriation placed | 


b 

sambere. 3ut, sir, the committee disagreed in 
respect to these two subjects pf aparopsiaion: In 
relation to the Army appropriation, the majority 
of the House committee took the position, that 
there has not been such an account given of the 
expenditure of the original annual appropriation 
for the supplies and transportation of the Army 
as makes it the duty of the House to vote this 
amount as a deficiency for that branch of the 

ublic service. That is one point. 

The other point is, that this House holds itself 
not bound—the public interest does not demand 
the expenditure of $5,000,000, or $10,000,000, 
for supplying the city of Washington, or the 
public ilidineee and grounds, with water. For 
myself, I am now prepared to take the responsi- 
bility of recording my vote in favor of adhering 
to both the positions which the House committee 


the Senate in the bill for this purpose in round |) 


the money regularly appropriated has been hon- 
estly expended, or ohcther there are in the public 
service any agents who have dishonestly squan- 
dered the public funds. If there be any such, 


| we should demand their dismissal before we vote 


any more money to go into their hands for dis- 
bursements. We ought not to place money in the 


| hands of agents in whose integrity we have no 


| confidence. 
| we can safely act. 


ii 


| for disbursement any of the public moneys when 


have taken, and to lose the bill unless the Senate | 


choose to recede from its amendments. I have no 
opinion is, that this House would fall short of its 
duty if any other course were pursued. 

Mr. Speaker, this question of deficiencies has 
become of too much magnitude to be disposed of 


I know of no other rule on which 
Is it claimed that it is the 
duty of this House to place in the hands of agents 


those agents have improperly and unjustly ap- 
plied it to purposes different from those provided 


| for by law—when they have unqualifiedly, and 
| without rendering any account of it, applied the 


public money to their own use? Can it be claimed, 


| when they have so acted, that we shall continue 
| to place money in their hands, to be disbursed in 


| should do so. 


the same dishonest manner? I deny that we 


I hold that, when a deficiency of 


| this description is asked for, it is our duty to call 


on the Executive for an exhibit of the particular 


| manner in which the expenditures have been 
hesitation or difficulty about the matter. My own | 


| utive to furnish us with a bill of particulars. 


hastily, or slurred over without full and mature || 


deliberation. It is an evil which threatens to 
throw into the hands of the Executive all the 
powers of this Government. If Congress sanc- 
tion the practice of holding itself bound to re- 
spond to every demand of the Executive for addi- 


made. One million two hundred thousand dol- 
lars was appropriated for Army transportation. 
We are now asked to supply a deficiency of 
$1,000,000. I hold that it is the duty of the Exec- 
He 


should tell us at what place and in what manner 


| this thousand dollars, and at what place and in 


what manner that thousand dollars was expended. 


| We should have the means of knowing whether 
|| or not there has been extravagance on the part of 


| the executive department. 


tional appropriations beyond what has been || 
originally estimated for as necessary to carry on | 
the Government, without calling for a rigid ex- || 


hibit of the mannerin which the expenditures have 
been made, then we yield up our power over the 
ublic purse, and our check on the Executive 
Pepetuniat. Ihave taken some pains to look up 
the origin of deficiency appropriati 
they commenced, and how they have progressed. 
The first deficiency bill of any magnitude which 
passed this House was passed by the first Con- 
gress under Mr. Tyler’s administration. In 1833 
a deficiency bill was passed which appropriated 
less than $100,000 to supply deficiencies in the 


regular appropriations for the judicial expenses | 


of the Government. Unexpected litigations had 
rung up in the courts of the United States, and 
the judicial fund had become exhausted, and ap- 
propriations were made to supply deficiencies in 
the fund to pay expenses for the current year. 
In 1842 this state of things occurred. I am sorry 
that I have not the title to the statute, that Imay 
read it to the House. 


the incoming Administration. It was at the last 
session of the last Congress under Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration. The business of the 
Departments was in arrears. It became neces- 
sary forthe discharge of the duties of the execu- 


tive department to appoint additional clerks. | 
number were appointed during | 


Quite a lar 


the recess of Congress. When Congress met, 


for the purpose of meeting the expenses con- | 


sequent on the appointment of those additional 
clerks, a bill was passed for that purpose—not a 
bill nominally to sapply deficiencies, but “ An 
act legalizing and audigy appropriations for such 
necessary ah gee as have been usually included 
im the general appropriation bills without author- 
ity of law, and to fix and provide for certain inci- 
dental expenses of the Departments, and offices 
of the Government, and for other purposes.’’ It 
appropriated somewhere about $100,000. From 
that time the system has been going on increas- 
ing year by year. The first session of the sec- 
ond Congress of Mr. Fillmore’s administration 
passed a deficiency bill appropriating between 


Soap soba 


The Congress which met || 
in December, 1840, failed to make the appropria- | 
tions which were absolutely necessary to carry | 
on the administration of the Government under | 








| not allow acertain appropriation. 
a on us for this money; andif he wants it 


We ought to know 
whether or not the persons in whose hands public 


moneys have been placed for disbursement have | 


accounted for those moneys. Let us know some- 
thing of the matter. Gentlemen say notso. They 
say that the President wants the money. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has the gentleman, or the 
committee of conference, called onthe Department 
for the information to which he refers ? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; we stood on our 


dignity and that of the House. My point is, that | 


when we have made a regular annual appropria- 
tion, on estimates from the Departments, and it 


proof ison those Executive Departments, to show 
the cause of the deficiencies and the necessity for 
additional appropriations. I hold that it would 
be beneath us—that it would be a condescension 
on our part to go begging to the Executive for 
information in order to know whether we may or 
He is de- 


1e should make an exhibit of how the money 
before appropriated was expended, and of the ne- 
cessity for additional appropriation. 

_Amongst others is the deficiency in the judi- 
clary appropriations. I call the attention of the 
House to it, and particularly to the letter of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

_ The Clerk then read a portion of the follow- 
ing letter, Mr. Sranron stating that he would 
have the whole of it inserted in the report of his 
remarks: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
COMPTROLLER’s Orrice, March 21, 1856. 

Sir: Your favor of this date, inviting my attention to 
a debate in the Senate yesterday, as reported in the Daily 
Globe, is received. The debate was on your estimate to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriation for judicial expenses 
for the present fiscal year, accompanied by your letter of 
the 18th instant. 

The reasons suggested by you in regard to the increase 
of the expenses of courts, are sustained by the facts. 

Other causes exist, that are traced to disregarding the 
spirit and intention, if net the letter, of laws conferring 
power or diseretion. 

One judge of a district court of the United States keeps 
open the district and circuit court nearly the whole year. 
For the half year ending June 30, 1855, the district court 
Was open one hundred and fifty-three days. During that 
time the grand jury was in session four days, and petit jury 
ten days. 


During the same half year, tho circuit court in the same 
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| of a marshal, that compiaint was made on the 9th of 
| 1855, against twenty-one persons for having violate 
| neutrality laws of the United States. 


| States on the 10th. 


May 7 


’ 
district was open one hundred and thirty-four days. i 
was no grand jury, and the petit jury was in session fy 
days. The circuit judge was present sixteen days. , 


Copies of the journals will best exhibit the proceed; 
these courts ; but they cannot be embraced connen® - 
within the compass of a letter. auly 

No doubt the circuit judge performed his whole duty t 
the public, and to the individuals whose interests or ri, Sa 
were concerned in the sessions of the circuit court. — 

The officers of each court having no control Over the 
district judge claim per diem compensation for the ro. 
spective periods the courts were in session, subject to the 
restrictions imposed by law, when both courts are in Senatien 
on the same day. Paes 


In the account of a Marshal.—It appears, in the account 


July, 


a the 
J » The accused were 
arrested and brought before a commissioner of the United 


The marshal charges for his own ger 
vices, and for the services of two assistants, twenty-eight 
days each, at two dollars each per day, for endeavoring to 
arrest said persons, $168. 

Witnesses.—Forty-one witnesses were summoned in six 
criminal cases, on hearing five days. Thirty-two of these 
witnesses, in the six cases, received $9 per day each, for 
five days—amounting to $45 for each witness; and for the 


| thirty-two witnesses, five days......ss..se00. $1,440 09 
The other nine witnesses were examined in 
five of the cases, and received $7 50 each per 

day, or for the five days, $37 50 each......... 337 50 

Forty-one witnesses, five days........s.see. 1,777 50 


Ten of the accused were witnesses in five of the c 
five days each, at $7 50 per day—#375. 

It appears that one of the accused was a witness in his 
own case. 

The commissioner taxed the cost, and certified to the cor- 
rectness of the amount allowed. 

‘Two witnesses, residing in the same city where the trials 
were had, appeared in twenty-three or twenty-four cases ; 
and one was allowed mileage from different parts of the 


ases, 


| United States for traveling seven thousand five hundred 
| and seventy miles, and the other for traveling six thousand 
| and ninety-one miles. 


The accounts of marshals, clerks, district attorneys, and 
commissioners, are verified by the oath of each officer— 
(vol. 10, page 168.) 

In cases where the United States are parties, the mar- 
shals pay jurors and witnesses on the order of the circuit 


| or district court, entered upon its minutes—(vol. 10, p, 68.) 


| cers, under the act of February 26, 1853. 


The judges do not eertify the accounts of the judicial offi. 
Their certificates 
were never deemed to be conclusive, for the reasons re- 
ferred to by Mr. Justice Woodbury in the case of the United 
States vs. late Marshal Smith. 

4 District Attorney.—He charges as follows for twenty- 


| two indictments aganst one person for forging bounty land 


papers: In twenty of them for jury trials, $1,000 ; for two 
verdicts of not guilty, $40. 
For twenty-three indictments against the same person for 


| post office robbery, and for a jury trial in each case, $50, 
| $1,150. 


For eleven indictments against A B and others, for vio- 


| lating the neutrality Jaws. 


For twenty-three indictments against the said A B alone, 


| on the same charge, making thirty-four in all, for which he 
| charges in each case $50 for jury trial, amounting to $1,700, 


| actual number of jury trials. 
falls short of the expenses, then the burden of || 


For arguing motion for a new trial, $10 in each case, 
amounting to $340. 

A letter was written to him for information as to the 
He declines to give it. 
Proceedings ih the above cases are suspended for ex- 


| planations, and it will give me great pleasure to have them 
| satisfactory. 





The accounts of judicial officers are first examined and 
reported to this office by the First Auditor, where they are 
examined, suspended, or disallowed in whole or in part; 


| and, so far as they are legal, they are reported for payment, 
| and when the officer has received money in advance the 
| balance is carried to his credit. 


The force in this office on this class of accounts, consid- 
ering the increase of business, is wholly inadequate, and I 
understand such is the fact in the office of the First Audi- 
tor. ° 
These public accounts, so far as I have official experience, 
are the most difficult to settle; and the accounting officers 
are in almost continued conflict with the judicial officers in 
portions of the United States in regard to them, when in 
other sections general satisfaction is given. 

It is not, however, that illegal charges have been sanc- 


| tioned, to the injury of the Treasury ; but such is the array 


of interest, talent, and influence, that the accounting offi- 
cers should have time, with an adequate force for deliberate 
examination and action. 

The expense of criminal complaints before commissioners 
in the large cities is alarmingly increasing, and may need 
legislative correction. Efficient aid from the district attor- 
neys should be expected. If some measures are not taken 
to correct abuses, the confidence of the people in the judi- 
ciary will necessarily be lessened. 

The accounting officers cannot be expected to control the 
abuse of exercising discretionary powers in cases not appa- 
rently flagrant. ; 

Most respectfully yours, 

ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 
Hon. Ropert McCuietvanp, Secretary of the Interior. 

I happen to know what marshal it is whose 
accounts are now in that condition, and he is in 
office yet, and he is the gentleman into whose 
hands will pass, for disbursement, the deficiency 
which we are asked to appropriate under the 
head of judicial ee 

Now, sir, I hold that we ought not to appro- 
priate one dollar until that gentleman goes out 
of office, and somebody else is put in his place to 
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jisburse the money which we are asked to appro- | 
P(r, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
oy colleague to state whether he wishes it to be 
ynderstood that this deficiency is intended to cover 
ay of the items specified in the letter which he | 
has had read? ; | 
“Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, treat the subject 
fe ler 
Or. STANTON. My point is not that this | 
deficiency is to go to make up for money im- | 
properly expended, but that the disbursement of | 
ihis money for the southern district of Ohio isto | 
pe made by a marshal, now in office, who pre- 
sented this account. That is the point. 

Now, sir, upon the subject of the Army appro- 
priations, one thing is clear. General Wool says, 
‘ya letter which | have before me and which I 
propose to have read, that all these Indian wars, 
from which these deficiencies have arisen, are 
unnecessary ; that there would be no trouble about 
tif affairs upon the Pacific coast were properly 
conducted. ‘Tiftere are really two rival heads to 
the military arm of the Government upon the 
Pacific coast, or in Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritories. ‘The Governors of Oregon and Wash- 
ington callout volunteers, and go to work to make 
war upon their own hook, while General Wool 
makes a separate war on account of the General 
Government; and the point I here make is this: 
that either General Wool is right, or those Gov- | 
ernors are right, and for the purpose of my argu- | 
ment, itmakes no matter which;and itis perfectly 
clear that one or the other is wrong, and they 
have no business to carry on these two separate 
wars. Before we are asked to supply these de- 
ficiencies, the President of the United States ought 
to do one of two things; take sides with one or 
the other of these parties, remove these Govern- 
orsand give General Wool control of the military 
operations in Oregon and Washington, or transfer 
General Wool to some other point and put some 
other man there who will coéperate with the 
Governors. We have this power, and we have 
this control over the executive administration of 
the Government, and we ought not to surrender 
i. We ought to require a faithful administration 
of the laws of the country, and an execution of 
them with an eye single to the public good and 
to public economy. 

Now I will ask the Clerk to read the letter of | 
General Wool, which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PaciIrFIc, 
Benicia, (CAL.,) April 2, 1856. 
To the Editors of the National Intelligencer : 


Having been denounced, without cause or justification, 
in print and on the stump on several occasions, by Governor 
Stevens, and by Governor Curry and his Legislature, who 
have demanded of the President of the United States my 
removal from the command ofthe Department of the Pacific, 
and published in various newspapers, an act of justice to 
myself has induced me to present you for publication the 
following statement of facts in regard to the Indian war now 
waged in the Territories of Oregon and, Washington. 

A year since I ordered Brevet Major Haller, with about 
one hundred and fifty rank and file, to go as far as Fort 
Boise to give protection to emigrants going to Oregon and 
Washington ‘Territories, and to demand the murderers of 
some twelve or thirteen emigrants near that place the year 
before. The Major not only went to Fort Boise, but one 
hundred and fifty miles beyond. He remained in that see- 
tion of country until near the close of September, 1855, 
when he returned to his post at the Dalles, having pre- | 
viously captured and executed a number of the Indians con- 
cerned in the murders above alluded to. 

Shortly after his return, and early in October, he was 
called on by Major Rains to execute a similar mission against 
the Yakima Indians, oceupyiug a portion of the country 
east of the Cascade range of mountains. It is said that the 


eae epeeenneesenneeennnatin 


| settlements. 





Yakimas, having become dissatisfied with the treaty made 
with them the summer before by Governor Stevens, de- | 
termined on war. This was hastened, as it would seem, | 
by some miners forcibly carrying away and ill treating some 
Yakima squaws. 

The Yakimas, according to their own story, complained 
of this wrong to A. J. Solon, sub-Indian agent, whe was at | 
the time in the Yakima country, and demanded redress. | 
An altereation took place, when the Indians threatened re- 
Yenge. The agent in turn threatened, if they executed their 
intentions, to send against them the troops of the United | 
“tates. It was under such circumstances that the agent 
and the Indians separated. ‘The former, however, was fol- | 
lowed and overtaken by the Yakimas, when they demanded 
‘o know if he intended to send the troops of the United 
“tates against them? On answering them in the affirma- 
tive, as the Indians say, they killed him, and afterwards, as | 
reported, some miners on their way to the Colville mines. | 
ne information being conveyed to Major Rains, Brevet | 

lajor Haller was directed to proceed against the Yakimas 
. chastise them and demand the murderers of the agent 

olon. Accordingly, with one hundred and four rank and 
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file, he proceeded on his mission, but without the preean- {| 
tions necessary against savage wartare. About sixty miles | 
from the Dalles, on emerging from a deep ravine, he found 
himself, as he reports, confronted by one thousand five 
hundred Indians. After losing two men killed and some 
thirteen or fourteen wounded, one mortaily, he eseaped from 
his perilous condition to an eminence on which was neither 
wood, water, nor grass. He reported that he was sur- 
rounded by Indians, and asked for a thousand men to re- |! 
lieve him. This was communicated to the Dalles by a per- 
son who succeeded in passing the Ladians without being 
observed. Relief was immediately ordered. In the mean 
time, after remaining on the hill thirty-six og forty hours, 
water being indispensable both to men and animals, the || 
Major determined to force his way to water. He broke up 
his encampment and commenced his march for the stream 
in his front. He met with no resistance, and, after allaying 
the thirst of his men, horses, and mules, he commenced his 
march towards the Dalles. In his effort to make geod his 
retreat he became separated from his rear-guard, the front 
and rear taking different trails. The guard, supposing that 
it was following the front of the column, continued its 
march towards the Dalles without interference or molesta 
tion from the Indians. This left the Major with only forty | 
effective men and the wounded and baggage. With thus 
small foree be succeeded in making good his retreat, fol- 
lowed two days and nights by one thousand five hundred 
Indians. I think the number greatly exaggerated. How- 
ever this may be, under the circumstances I did not con- 
sider such an enemy greatly to’be dreaded. The repulse of || 
Major Haller created great excitement and alarm throughout 
Oregon and Washington lest all the Indian tribes in the Ter- 
ritories should at once combine and come down upon the 


As soon as I was informed of Major Haller’s defeat I 
ordered all the disposable troops at my command to the 
seat of war, and I followed. At the same time I called 
upon the United States Government forat least an addi 
tional regiment. This was promptly responded to; and 
the 9th regiment of infantry arrived early in January, but | 
owing to the unusually severe winter could not enter upon 
a winter’s campaign. In the meantime Major Rains, who 
had authority for such purposes, made preparation for a 
second expedition against the Yakimas. He mustered, 
with the reinforcements which | sent him, five hundred 
regulars, with three mountain-howitzers, besides other ar- 
tillery; an ample force, if properly directed, to have defeated 
all the Indians in the country. The Major, however, par 
taking somewhat of the alarm pervading the country, in- 
creased and stimulated by political demagogues, called on 
acting Governor Mason tor two companies of volunteers, 
which was promptly and favorably responded to; and upon |} 
Governor Curry, of Oregon, tor tour companies, wtich he 
refused, because, as he said, the Oregonians would not 
serve under United States officers. At the same time he 
called into the territorial service two mounted reginients— 
one to serve against the Indians in Washington Territory , 
and the other against the Indians in southern Oregon. Of 
the former, no part of it, in any sense of the term, was ne- 
cessary to detend the inhabitants of Oregon against the 
Indians ia Washington Territory, east of the Cascade moun- 
tains, from whom they had no danger whatever to appre- 
hend. Major Rains, having completed his preparations, 
with three hundred and fifty regulars and three mountain- 
howitzers, set out about the first of November for the Ya- 
kima country, followed by six companies of Governor 
Curry’s troops, commanded by Colonel Nesmith, (no doubt 
a very capable and enterprising officer,) and about seventy 
miles from the Dalles met the Yakimas, who, after several 
skirmishes, without any loss on either side, excepting one 
Indian killed and scalped by an Indian who accompanied 
the troops of Major Rains, fled over the mountains to the 
Yakima river, about forty miles distant ; but in consequence 
of the snow then fast falling, being several feet deep on 
the intervening mountains, the Major could not follow—at 
least he so reported. He therefore commenced his return, 
having lost fifty-four animals, captured by the Indians, but | 
not until the volunteers, unfortunately, had destroyed the 
Atahnum Mission—an important position, and one which 
ought to have been occupied by the Major. On his return 
he crossed mountains which he had previously passed, 
which were covered with snow from two to five feet deep. 
His command was ordered tothe Dalles, and he reported to 
me in person on the 24th November. I arrived on the 17th, 
having been detained on the passage from San Francisco 
eleven days, Owing to gales, storms, and a fire, which crip- 
pled the steamer on board of which I was a passenger, by 
which she came very near being lost. 

Anxious to establish a post at Walla-Walla, in order to 
prevent what followed—a war against the Walla-Wallas 
by the troops of Governor Curry—I ordered a critical in- 
spection of all the troops and animals, when it was discov- 
ered that many of the soldiers were without shoes and 
proper clothing for the season; and that all the animals, with 
very few exceptions, owing to constant service during the 
summer and fall, and especially in the last two expeditions 
of Majors Rains and Haller, were rendered unfit for service. 


I had determined, however, if it was poszible, to take pos- || 


session of the Walla-Walla country before winter had fairly 
commenced, not because I considered it in any respect | 
necessary for the defense or protection of the inhabitants of | 
Oregon or Washington Territory. The Indians in that re- | 
gion, two hundred miles distant, could not pass the Cascade | 


range of mountains, then covered with several feet of snow. || 


The only route by which they could reach the settlements | 
of Oregon was by Dalles, where we had a sufficient regular | 
force to repel all the Indians in Washington Territory. My | 
object was simply to overawe these tribes, and to prevent | 
them from uniting with the Yakimas, the authors of the | 
war. They had not yet taken part in the war, at least they 
had not then killed a white man. To accomplish my pur- | 
pose no time was to be lost. Accordingly, I directed Major | 
Cross, chief quartermaster in my staff, to procure, if prac- 

ticable, the means of transportgtion. This could not be 
obtained in Oregon or Washington without great delay, 
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to seek elsewhere for means of transpertation. Hence 
directed Major Cross, to have wagons, horses, and mules 
sent from Benicia, and boats and forage from San Francisce 
to Vancouver. Before the animals, &c., arrived, the river 
Columbia froze over. This cut off all communication with 
the Dalles, and the Indian country east of the Cascade 
mountains. For three weeks | was ice bound, not being 
able to commnnicate with the Dalles or San Francisco. 
Governor Curry, however, bad brought two regiments of 
mounted men in the fleld at an enormous expense. Notk- 
ing had yet been accomplished by them, and certainly not 
by the regiment intended to operate against the Indians,in 
Washington Territory. Something had to be done. A fight 
with the Indians, no matter whether friends or enemies, 


| Was indispensable to excite the sympathy of the nation, 


and especially Congress, or the propricty of paying coutrt- 
butions, so profusely levied on the people of Oregon, might 
be questioned. Accordingly Colonel Nesmith was ordered 


| by Governor Curry with his command to march against the 


Walla-Wallas, where Major Chinn, with four companies, 
had been previously ordered. On an inspection of the 
horses of the Colonel’s command, although but twenty days 


| in the field, they were pronounced unfit for that services 
| Several companies, however, were prepared, and, under 


the command of Lieutenant Colonel Kelly, a member of 


| the Legistature of Oregon, joined Major Chinn, who, instead 


of going to Fort Walla-Walla, where he was ordered by 
Governor Curry, took post on the Umatilla, thirty miles 
distant, because, as he reported, there were one thousand 
Indians in and aboutthe fort. Although in this position for 
several weeks, and frequently sending scouts within a mile 
or two of the Indians, he was neither molested nor inter- 
fered with. Lieutenant Colonel Kelly, on joining Major 


| Chinn, moved against Port Walla-Walia, but found no In- 


dians there. He then moved up the river Touchét, where 


| he was met by the chief, Pin-Pin-mox-mox, with a flag of 


truce. He said he ‘“‘ was for peace; that he did not wish to 
fight; that his people did not wish to fight; and that if any 
oft his young men had done wrong he was prepared to make 
restitution.”’ If he could not return the goods wrongfully 
taken, he would pay for them, being abundantly able to do 
so. When the volunteers said they were in want of pro- 
visions, he offered them cattle. He was rich in money and 
cattle. The volunteers replied he had better go back and 
fight. He refused, and with his companions, four (Lieuten- 
ant Colonel Kelly says six) in number, was taken prisoner, 
and sent guarded to the volunteer camp. The volunteers 
then commenced the attack upon his people, which was 


| continued for four days, without any great loss on either 


side, when the Walla-Wallas, having secured their women 
and children, crossed Snake river. The second or third day 
of the engagement the volunteers barbarously killed Pin-Pin- 
mox-mox and his companions. They took from the chief's 


| head some twenty scalps, cut off his ears and hands, aad 
| sent them as trophies to their friends in Oregon. 


As the volunteers, having no boats, could not cross Snake 
river, the retreat of the Indians closed their winter cam- 
paign, except to plunder the friendly Cayuses of their 
horses and cattle. [See my letter dated the 12th of\Feb- 
ruary, 1856, to Governor I. I. Stevens. ] 

Owing to the severity of the winter, except those eap- 


| tured by the Indians, most of the volunteers’ horses died 


from fatigue and the want of forage or grass. Major Chinn 
said that about two hundred and twenty-five of their best 
horses were captured by the Indians. It is reported that 
Governor Curry has in part replaced them with a fresh 
relay. in February thirteen wagons loaded with supplies, 
including ammunition, for the volunteers, guarded by only 
four men, were captured by the Indians between the Uma- 
tilla and Fort Walla-Walla. 

Such have been the results of one of the most unwise, 
unnecessary, and extravagant expeditions ever fitted out in 
the United States, and for no other reason than to plunder 
the Treasury of the United States, and to make political 
capital for somebody. It could not have been projected for 
the detense of the inhabitants of Oregon, nor for the protee- 
tion of Oregonians in Washington ‘Territory, for pone re- 
| sided there. What, then, could have been the object? 
Nothing but a crusade against the Indians, and a long war 
to enrich the country. If such was not the object, Governor 
Curry, instead of sending his troops against the Indians in 
Washington Territory, and beyond his jurisdiction, would 
have sent all of them to southern Oregon, where the war 
raged, and nowhere else in his Territory. The Oregoniana 
say that the war “‘ is a God-send to the country.”’ 

It would, however, appear from the Governor’s proela- 
mation that he did send a regiment to southern Oregon ; 
but, from all the information I have received from that see- 
tion of country, they have been of little or noservice, so far 
as giving protection to the inhabitants ; and yet the war has 
| been carried on between the volunteers and the Indians in 

a most signally barbarous and savage manner. My inform- 
| ation is derived from citizens and regular officers under 
| my command, and not from any of the civil or military fune- 
tionaries of the Territory of Oregon. I have never been in- 
formed by any one, not even by the Governor, of the mili- 
tary wants of the erritory. He has never called on me 
for troops to defend it or to protect the inhabitants from sav- 
| age barbarity, although he has, as it would appear, —— y 

avoided all communication with me on the subject. have 
not been unmindful of the condition aud wants of the Ter- 
ritory. I have not failed, as far as it was In my power, to 
defend and protect such parts as were exposed and assailed 
by the Indians ; and I have no doubt but for the indiserim- 
inate warfare carried on against them, and the massacre of 
several parties of friendly Indians by the troops of Governor 
Curry, the war would have long since been brought to a 
close in Oregon. Although the Indians are retaliating with 
fearful vengeance on innocent citizens, for the murder in 
October last, by Major Lupton and his party, of twenty-five 
friendly Indians, eighteen of whom were women and chil- 
dren, all going to the military reservation at Fort Lane for 
protection, and notwithstanding the massacres on the 30d 
and 24th of December last, when volunteers nyurderert 
about forty unarmed friendly Indians belonging to the band 





and at an enormous expense, which the state of the war || of the Chief Jake, who was among the killed, I think, if 


did not call for, owing to the resources of the country being 


the volunteers, who expect to be paid largely for their ser- 


very much exhausted by the large requisitions of Governor vices, were withdrawn, and private war prevented, I'could 


Curry to fit out his several ¢ itions. This compelled me 


goon end the war in Rogue river valley, and indeed through - 
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ont Oregon and Washington ; but the determination of the 
Oregonians to exterminate the Indians, which I am a 
opposed to, if not discountenanced by the United States 
Government, may prolong the war almost indefinitely. An- 
other Florida war can be bad in Rogue river valley, owing 
to the mountainous character of the country. The same 
remark will apply to Puget Sound, where it is exceedingly 
difficult to follow the Indians in the dense forests of that re- 
gion. Yet, by a proper and judicious course, the war may 
be brought to a close, when, by establishing posts at proper 
points, a recurrence of the past might be prevented ; but to 
do this, L repeat, the extermination of the Indians should 
be abandoned. Nodoubt they could be exterminated, but 
it would cost from fifty to one hundred millions of dollars, 
besides thousands of innocent and valuable lives. Still, 
with all the difficulties presented and staring us in the face, 
I do not despair. With eight companies of regular troops 
in Rogue river valley, and another on the way, where there 
are about two hundred warriors in arins, increased to that 
number by the barbarous conduct of the volunteers towards 
the friendly Indians, and seven companies in Puget Sound, 
where there are not over one hundred and fifty in arms 
against the whites, commanded by active, vigilant, and in- 
telligent officers, | cannot but hope that the war in those 
two sections will soon be brought to a close, when we will 
meet with no difficulty in bringing the Indians to terms east 
of the Cascade range of mountains. 

‘To show how determined the people of Oregon are to 
exterminate the Indians, it is only necessary to represent 
their conduct towards four hundred friendly Indians wait- 
ing on the military reserve at Fort Lane to be conducted to 
the coast range reservation. Captain Smith, commanding 
at that post, with two companies of regulars, reported to 
me that it took a large part of his command to prevent the 
citizens from murdering those four hundred Indians. | 
have been informed by those whose character for truth and 
veracity is not to be questioned, that meetings of the citi- 
zens of Oregon had been heid, when it was resolved, if the 
attempt was made to conduct those Indians to the coast 
reserve, they would not only kill them, but all who might 
accompany them. After the Indians recently started for 
the reserve, although escorted by over one hundred soldiers, 
they were followed by a citizen, who shot one of the In- 
dians, declaring at the same time he intended to follow 
them and kill all he could. Many and similar cases have 
been reported. I regret that I am compelled to say that 
such conduct is too much encouraged by persons holding 
high offices under the Government of the United States ; 
and because | have opposed this inhuman and barbarous 
practice, and the wholesale plundering of the Treasury of 
the United States, which there is no circumstance to 
justify, | have been denounced by the Governors of both 
Territories aud the Legislature of Oregon. The latter has 
demanded of the President of the United States my remo- 
val from the command of the Pacific department. To 
discover how much truth is contained in the charges pre- 
sented against me in the memorial to the President, it will 
only be necessary to read this communication. I[ am, 
howerer, surprised to find that the Legislature does not 
know the boundaries of its own Territory. Walla-Walla 
is in Washington and not in Oregon ‘Territory. No citi- 
zens were there except two or three besides those attached, 
or had been attached, to the Hudson Bay Company, and 
these were mostly half-breeds or Canadians. It is weil 
known that they are in no danger of being killed by the 
Indians. All not Americans, or Bostons,as the Indians 
eall them, not found in arms against them, are respected, 
at least they are in no danger of being killed by them. 

In conclusion, dt only remains for me to notice a letter, 
lest it should create false impressions and mislead the pub- 
lic, of I. I. Stevens, Governor of Washington Territory, 
dated the 8th of March, 1856, and published in San Fran- 
cisco. The Governor, in his letter of appeal to the citizens 
of San Francisco, would induce them to believe that there 
were not to exceed nine hundred regulars in Washington 
and Oregon, and that there were but four companies of 
regulars atone pointin Puget Sound. At the date of his 
letter there were five companies of regulars actively ope- 
rating against less than two hundred warriors in arms against 
the whites, aud six days after seven companies, five hundred 
strong, under the direction of Lieutenant Colonel Casey and 
Major Garnett. At the date of his letter, instead of nine 
hundred, as he asserts, there were one thousand nine hun- 
dred regulars, and at this time two thousand. Of the thirty- 
three companies in the Pacific department twenty-seven 
are operating in Oregon and Washington, distributed as 
follows: Nine in southern Oregon, seven hundred strong, 
actively operating against certainly not to exceed two hun 
dred warriors in arms against the whites; seven com- 
panies, as before mentioned, in Puget Sound, with less 
than two hundred warriors in arms against them; one 
company at Vancouver and ten companies at the Dalles, 
under the command of Colonel George Wright, of the 
ninth infantry. The latter will be efficiently, and I trust 
successfully, employed against the Indians east of the Cas- 
cade range of mountains as soon as the season will permit, 
that is, as soon as grass can be had to support animals—a 
foree amply sufficient to terminate the war in all parts of 
the two Territories, and afterwards to prevent past occur- 
rences, if the volunteers could be withdrawn, and private 
war prevented ; but as long as Governors of the Territories 
make war and exercise powers, as I believe, unknown to 
the President of the United States, and individuals raise 
volunteers and make war on the Indians whenever they 

jease, and Congress will pay the expense, so long we will 

ave war in Washington and Oregon Territories. It is 
said by intelligent men that the expense of Governor Curry’s 
army will amount in scrip from two to four millions of dol- 
lars. If Congress should foot the bill, some Govergor of 
another Territory will make a bill of ten millions of dollars. 
I do not know how the question will be considered. One 
thing, however, is certain, that it is an example, which, if 
cofrenanced by the United States Government, may, 


when least expected, lead to no less embarrassing than dis- 
Astrous results. 


I have the honor to be, with considerations of the high- 
st respect, your obedient servant, JOHN E. WOOL. 


Mr. STANTON. Now, sir, the fact that these 
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subordinates may have been guilty of the mal- 
practices described by General Wool, furnishes 
no reason why the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment eed not be paid, and whya deficiency 
should not be appropriated, provided the Presi- 
dent has done all in his power to prevent the 
recurrence of such acts, and has taken all the 
natural, proper, and ordinary steps to remove 
from office those who abuse the powers vested in 
them. If the President is of opinion that Gen- 
eral Wool is wrong, he ought to leave. 

| Upon this principle, I have no hesitation, no 
difficulty, no doubt in my mind, about rejecting 
this appropriation until we have further informa- 
tion, and until the President exhibits a purpose, 
in good faith, to see all the laws faithfully and 
honestly executed. 

With regard, sir, to the appropriation for the 
water-works, that the Senate made a sine qua non. 
We must yield that, or the Senate will disagree 
under any circumstances; and now it is for this 
House to determine whether they intend to carry 
| on and complete that work. It is placed upon 
that ground distinctly. 
| do not make any question about the appropriation 
for the water-works being in a deficiency bill— 
that is not the point. But the point is, that it is 
not an obligation resting on the Government to 
supply the citizens of Washington with water. 
| The public necessities do not require such a sup- 
| ply asis here provided for. Itis an expenditure 
| which, in every sense in which it can be viewed, 








on the work any further. ‘That is our position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on this ground, I shall vote 
for the motion to adhere; and it seems to me that 
if this House is to occupy any position, to obtain 
any regard, to be considered as an element in any 
department of the Government, to be consulted 
about anything, it must sustain and preserve its 
dignity by adhering in this case to its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I regret, Mr. Speaker, 
that it was my misfortune to have been placed 
upon this committee of conference. If I under- 
stood the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. H. Marswatt,] he is rather inclined 
to question whether it was right and proper for 
the Speaker to have appointed a committee of 
conference in such a way as to insure its adhering 
to the disgreements of the House. Now, sir, | 
am not here to defend the Speaker of this House, 
unless so far as I think the Speaker has acted cor- 
ee’ It is the invariable practice of all legisla- 


| tive bodies, where the two Houses differ in refer- | 


ence to any question, for the Speaker of each 


° ° - 1] 
House to appoint a committee in support of the || 


measures adopted by their respective Houses. I 
am free to admit that the Speaker has, in this 
case, made a rather bad selection. 


thy friend from Ohio, [Mr. STANTON,] as well as 
of myself, he has made an unfortunate selection. 


culty, for the information of the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Coss,] and of the House generally, 


from Ohio has been indulged, I’ hope that I too 


oe of difficulty between the committees of 
the two Houses was in reference to the appro- 
| priation for the water-works. “The committee of 


conference agreed upon every question of diffi- | 
| cuity between the two Houses, save and except 


| three—the first of which was the appropriation 
for the water-works. 


in regard to this, with an unusual degree of per- 
tinacity and with great unanimity. am aware 
that it is not parliamentary to allude here publicly 
to what transpired in the committee room; but as 
this is a very important question, I hope I shall 
not be confined strictly to the rules of order. I 
am very much inclinedsto the opinion that, if the 
committee of the House had consented to give 
way on the water-works appropriation, the Senate 
committee would have given way on the Army 
appropriation. . 
ow, Mr. Speaker, as to the appropriation for 
| the water-works. I am not disposed to consume 
the time of the House in discussing the merits or 





It was said to them: We | 


| is extravagant and profligate; and it is better for | 
| us to sink what has been already expended in it, | 
than to make any further approprition, or carry | 


I think the || 
| discussion this morning will satisfy the House | 
| most conclusively that, in the choice of my wor- | 


Sir, I desire to notice the subjects of this diffi- | 


if it be ponger to do so; and, as the gentleman | 


shall be indulged. One of the first and greatest || 


Each of the committees || 
adhered to the action of their oe Houses, | 
a 
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demerits of the question here. But, sir, acting as 
I am now acting, not only as a member of the 
House, but as a member of the committee of con. 
ference, I must say something in regard to it, 
have been informed by gentlemen of high char. 
acter and reputation, that the Government can 
have the city supplied with water for $1,000,000 
free of expense forall time to come. I am not 
willing, either as a member of the House or of 
the committee of conference, to involve this 
Government in an expenditure which, accordine 
to the statistics as shown by your officers, wil] 
amount to $2,500,000, but which will, 1 maip. 
tain, reach $3,000,000. What it will cost the 
Government afterwards for maintaining the work. 
| no human being can tell. My experience hag 
| shown me this—that whenever we come to con. 
| struct great works of an internal improvemen; 
character like this, whether by State or Nationa) 
| Governments, they cost twenty-five or thirty per 
cent. more than when they are constructed } 
| individualenterprise. My experience also teaches 
| me that after these works have been constructed 
| their maintenance costs the Government twenty 
| per cent. more than it would a private company, 
| My friend beside me says it costs forty per cent, 
|more. And I submit this question to the House, 
| and especially to my friends on this side of the 
| House: Are you prepared, with such informa. 
| tion, to vote this appropriaton? 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I submit to my 
| colleague whether it is fair for him to go into an 
| argument of this matter out of order? Unless jt 
is to be expected that a reply is to be made, | 
submit to him that his argument is not fair. 

Mr. McMULLIN. My colleague knows that 
I am incapable of withholding any courtesy from 
him. My friend from Georgia [Mr. Cons] asked 
for information; and lam going to give both sides, 

Mr. COBB. My opinion is, that the debate is 
perfectly legitimate on every question involved in 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I think so too. 

Mr. COBB. The questions embraced in the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses are unques- 
tionably, on the question to adhere, debatable. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent to debate 
those subjects that are at issue between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire, then, to submit 
| a few facts to the House. If it be true, as has 
been stated to me in the presence of gentlemen 
| on this floor, that you can get a company—a 
|| Solvent, bona fide company—that will supply the 
Government with water for $1,000,000, and defray 
| 








the expenses of maintaining the works for all time 
to come, IL ask my friend on what principle of 
| justice is it that you will construct this work ata 
| cost of from $2,500,000 to $3,000,000, and then 
| incur the expense of keeping the work in order 
|| thereafter, when this company offer to bind them- 
| 





selves to perform it for $1,000,000, and to furnish 
| the citizens of Georgetown and Washington with 
water upon terms as equitable as those on which 
| the citizens of Philadelphia, New York, and 
|| Boston, are now supplied? Sir, I want the citi- 
|, zens of Washington to have a full and sufficient 
|| supply of water. I desire to see this capital 
|| beautified, and adorned, and decorated, so as to 
| reflect honor upon this great country and Gov- 
/ernment; but when I am called upon, as a Rep- 
resentative of Virginia, to put my hand in the 
_ Treasury, and into the pockets of those who send 
/me here, and to expend money unnecessarily, 
| then I say that I must be excused. However, it 
is not my purpose to discuss the .merits or de- 
merits of the water-works. ; 
‘(| Now, the gentleman from Ohio—and on this 
subject I desire to have the attention of the House 
|| a moment—has taken up the item for the support 
‘| of the Army. I was willing—and I so voted in 
| the committee—that the House should recede 
| from its disagreement to the Senate amendment; 
and I am surprised and mortified that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has, this morning, attempted to 
present an ex parte statement, by which injustice 
of the grossest character is sought to be done to 
your Government officers or to the Administra- 
tion. I am surprised and mortified, sir, at the 
| rtisan course pursued by the gentleman from 
hio; and [ will show you and that member, 
| before I am done, that he has withheld informa- 
| tion from, and done injustice to, the House, by 
; presenting to it ex parte testimony. 








